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1 am writing in response to the Federal Communication Commission's (FCC) request for comments on 
the "Structure and practices of the video relay service (VRS} prosram and on proposed VRS 
compensation rates." I am opposed to the changes being considered. 

VRS has created a more level playing field for people like me who are deaf or hard-of-hearing, 
empoweriog us to communicate via videophone with anyone at any time in our natiVe language, 
.American Sign Language. The nature of the work I do requires that l be able to use the phone to 
communicate with colleagues, dients and business associates regardless of whether they are heariog or 
deaf. Without reliable, high-quality VRS service I woukt not be able to do mv job effectively. 

The changes the FCC is considering would drastically change the nature of the VRS I depend on. One of 
the aspects of VRS that makes it such an effective way to communicate is the quality of the videophone 
technology used and the fact that the products provided by VRS companies haw been developed 
specifically with the needs of the deaf- my needs - in mind. Yet, the FCC is considering changes that 
would, instead, force us to use off·the-shelf products and government-mandated software. Using 
products developed by and for people who are hearing would be a huge step backwards I The FCC 
cannot consider this to be a reasonable replacement for the high quality, specialized VRS technology we 
use every day. 

The rate changes being considered by the FCC would also directly affect my ability to access VRS, as well 
as the reliability and quality of service I depend on. If the FCC slashes the rates paid to VRS providers, as 
suggested in its Public Notice, many companies will simply stop providing this essential service. This wilt 
put me and all members of the deaf community at a significant disadvantage. 

In my view, VRS today is a shining example of what Congress intended when it passed the Americans 
with Disabilities Act 22 year.s ago. It is absolutely essential that any changes to the current program 
maintain the access, innovation and reliability that define VRS today. 
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I am writing to provide my comments on Federal Communication Commission's (FCC) Public Notice on 
the "Structure and practices of the video relay service (VRS) program and on proposed VRS 
compensation rates." 

I am deaf and VRS is how I stay in touch with my family and friends who are not deaf. I'm sure that 
hearing people don't think about what it means to be able to pick up the phone and call anvone any 
time or anywhere they want. But for me, this means everything. VRS has changed my life. 

I am alarmed that the FCC is proposing to dramatically change the VRS program. Why is the FCC going 
out of its way to fix something that isn't broken? 

I think there are two crucial reasons to keep the current VRS system in place. 

First, I like the company I do business with. I don't want to be forced to switch companies because the 
one 1 work with has gone out of business. 

Second, I don't want to have to buy and set up my own VRS equipment. I got my equipment at no cost 
from my VRS provider. They installed it and continue to maintain it. It would be unfair to now shift this 
burden to me and other deaf people. If the government wants to prevent deaf people from connecting 
with others and using VRS, this is a good way to do it. · 

The VRS program works for people who are deaf. It's how we communicate every day with the hearing 
worfd and how the hearing world communicates with us. Any changes to the program must be in the 
best interest of deaf Americans. The changes being considered by the FCC are not. 

Sincerely, 

Name IV\ f1-/C_f,Lf'll) J: 0J-;;T A-r_r/UE 
l 

Title, if appropriate ________ _ 

Address_~.73{g/_ ,2; (;?"A.~/1- Jlw y,·-#(o 0-

TelephoneNumber /-{.eft;(-;{ /,J --4/ tJ3' 



Marlene H. Dortch, Secretary 
Federal Communications Commission 
Office of the Secretary 
445 12th Street, SW 
Room TW-A325 
Washington, DC 20554 

CG Docket Nos. 03-123 and 10-51 

Received & Inspected 

NOV 2 9 2012 

FCC Mail Room 

I am writing to provide my comments on Federal Communication Commission's (FCC) Public Notice on 
the "Structure and practices of the video relay service (VRS) program and on proposed VRS 
compensation rates." 

I am deaf and VRS is how I stay in touch with my family and friends who are not deaf. I'm sure that 
hearing people don't think about what it means to be able to pick up the phone and call anyone any 
time or anywhere they want. But for me, this means everything. VRS has changed my life. 

I am alarmed that the FCC is proposing to dramatically change the VRS program. Why is the FCC going 
out of its way to fix something that isn't broken? 

I think there are two crucial reasons to keep the current VRS system in place. 

First, I like the company I do business with. I don't want to be forced to switch companies because the 
one I work with has gone out of business. 

Second, I don't want to have to buy and set up my own VRS equipment. I got my equipment at no cost 
from my VRS provider. They installed it and continue to maintain it. It would be unfair to now shift this 
burden to me and other deaf people. If the government wants to prevent deaf people from connecting 
with others and using VRS, this is a good way to do it. 

The VRS program works for people who are deaf. It's how we communicate every day with the hearing 
world and how the hearing world communicates with us. Any changes to the program must be in the 
best interest of deaf Americans. The changes being considered by the FCC are not. 

Sincerely,/)// _ . 
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I am writing in response to the Federal Communication Commission's (FCC's) request for comments on 
the "Str~Kture and practices of the video relay service {VRS) program and on proposed VRS 
compensation rates." I am very concerned about these proposals and how they will affect my family's 
safety. 

VRS Is a lifeline. It atlows me to conduct business, connect with my family and friends and do many 
other things over the phone that many hearing people take for granted. Most important, though, VRS Is 
how I access my local emergency 911 service. In an emergency 1 know that when I place a 911 call it will 
be answered immediately. My location will be known. And, specially trained American Sign Language 
(ASL) interpreters will be there to make sure my local emergency responders know exactly what help 1 
need. You can't imagine how frightening it is to think that 1 might not be able to get help for me or my 
family because of long hold times, poorly trained interpreters, or bad equipment. 

Cutting the rates paid to VRS providers as low as the FCC proposes will only reduce service quality I 
currently depend on. How will these companies hire and keep skilled ASl interpreters on staff when the 
government has just cut what they are willing to pay them by $2 an hour? How will 911 calls be 
answered immediately when there are fewer interpreters and longer hold times? How will I know that 
my VRS will work when rm using a videophone from WaiMart instead of the specially designed 
videophone from my VRS provider? 

I hope the FCC has answers to all of the questions before it considers changing the current system. 

Sincerely, 
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I am writing in response to the Federal Communication Commission's (FCC) request for comments on 
the .. Structure and practices of the video relay service (VRS) prosram and on proposed VRS 
compensation rates." I am opposed to the changes being considered. 

VRS has created a more level playing field for people like me who are deaf or hard-of-hearing, 
empowering us to communicate via videophone with anyone at any time in our native language, 
American Sign Language. The nature of the work I do requires that I be able to use the phone to 
communicate with colleagues, dients and business associates regardless of whether they are hearing or 
deaf. Without reliable, high-quality VRS service I would not be able to do my job effectively. 

The changes the FCC is considering would drastically change the nature of the VRS I depend on. One of 
the aspects of VRS that makes It suth an effective way to communicate is the quality of the videophone 
technology used and the fact that the products provided by VRS companies have been developed 
specifically with the needs of the deaf- mv needs- in mind. Yet the FCC is considering changes that 
would. instead, force us to use off-the-shelf products and government-mandated software. Using 
products developed by and for people who are hearing would be a huge step backwards! The FCC 
cannot consider this to be a reasonable replacement for the high quality, specialized VRS technology we 
use every day. 

r 

The rate changes being considered by the fCC would also directly affect my ability to access VRS, as well 
as the reliability and quality of service I depend on. If the FCC slashes the rates paid to VRS providers. as 
suggested in its Public Notice, many companies will simply stop providing this essential service. This will 
put me and alf members of the deaf community at a signlftcant disadvantage. 

In my view, VRS today is a shining example of what Congress intended when It passed the Americans 
with Disabilities Act 22 year.s ago. It is absoluteJy essential that any changes to the current program 
maintain the access. Innovation and reliability that define VRS today. 

Sincerely, 
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I am writing to provide my comments on Federal Communication Commission's (FCC) Public Notice on 
the "Structure and practices of the video relay service (VRS) program and on proposed VRS 
compensation rates." 

I am deaf and VRS is how I stay in touch with my family and friends who are not deaf. I'm sure that 
hearing people don't think about what it means to be able to pick up the phone and call anyone any 
time or anywhere they want. But for me, this means everything. VRS has changed my fife. 

I am alarmed that the FCC is proposing to dramatically change the VRS program. Why is the FCC going 
out of its way to fix something that isn't broken? 

I think there are two crucial reasons to keep the current VRS system in place. 

First, I like the company I do business with. I don't want to be forced to switch companies because the 
one 1 work with has cone out of business. 

Second, I don't want to have to buy and set up my own VRS equipment. I got my equipment at no cost 
from my VRS provider. They installed it and continue to maintain it. It would be unfair to now shift this 
burden to me and other deaf people. If the government wants to prevent deaf people from connecting 
With others and using VRS, this is a good way to do it. 

The VRS pqram WOtks for people who are deaf. It's how we communicate every day with the hearing 
world and how the hearing world communicates with us. Any changes to the program must be in the 
best interest of deaf Americans. The changes being considered by the FCC are not. 

Sincerely, 
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I am writing in response to the Federal Communication Commission's (FCC) request for comments on 
the "Structure and practices of the video relay service (VRS) program and on proposed VRS 
compensation rates." I am opposed to the changes being considered. 

VRS has created a more level playing field for people like me who are deaf or hard-of-hearing, 
empowering us to communicate via videophone with anyone at any time in our native language, 
American Sign Language. The nature of the work I do requires that I be able to use the phone to 
communicate with colleagues, clients and business associates regardless of whether they are hearing or 
deaf. Without reliable, high-quality VRS service I would not be able to do my job effectively. 

The changes the FCC is considering would drastically change the nature of the VRS I depend on. One of 
the aspects of VRS that makes it such an effective way to communicate is the quality of the videophone 
technology used and the fact that the products provided by VRS companies have been developed 
specifically with the needs of the deaf- my needs- in mind. Yet, the FCC is considering changes that 
would, instead, force us to use off-the-shelf products and government-mandated software. Using 
products developed by and for people who are hearing would be a huge step backwards! The FCC 
cannot consider this to be a reasonable replacement for the high quality, specialized VRS technology we 
use every day. 

The rate changes being considered by the FCC would also directly affect my ability to access VRS, as well 
as the reliability and quality of service I depend on. If the FCC slashes the rates paid to VRS providers, as 
suggested in its Public Notice, many companies will simply stop providing this essential service. This will 
put me and all members of the deaf community at a significant disadvantage. 

In my view, VRS today is a shining example of what Congress intended when it passed the Americans 
with Disabilities Act 22 years ago. It is absolutely essential that any changes to the current program 
maintain the access, innovation and reliability that define VRS today. 

Sincerely, ~ / 
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I am writing to provide my comments on Federal Communication Commission's (FCC) Public Notice on 
the "Structure and practices of the video relay service (VRS) program and on proposed VRS 
compensation rates." 

I am deaf and VRS is how I stay in touch with my family and friends who are not deaf. I'm sure that 
hearing people don't think about what it means to be able to pick up the phone and call anyone any 
time or anywhere they want. But for me, this means everything. VRS has changed my life. 

I am alarmed that the FCC is proposing to dramatically change the VRS program. Why is the FCC going 
out of its way to fix something that isn't broken? 

I think there are two crucial reasons to keep the current VRS system in place. 

First, I like the company I do business with. I don't want to be forced to switch companies because the 
one I work with has gone out of business. 

Second, I don't want to have to buy and set up my own VRS equipment. I got my equipment at n.o cost 
from my VRS provider. They installed it and continue to maintain it. It would be unfair to now shift this 
burden to me and other deaf people. If the government wants to prevent deaf people from connecting 
with others and using VRS, this is a good way to do it. 

The VRS program works for people who are deaf. It's how we communicate every day with the hearing 
world and how the hearing world communicates with us. Any changes to the program must be in the 
best interest of deaf Americans. The changes being considered by the FCC are not. 

'i .dt/ __ 
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I am writing in response to the Federal Communication Commission's (FCC) request for comments on 
the "Structure and practices of the video relay service (VRS) program and on proposed VRS 
compensation rates." I am opposed to the changes being considered. 

VRS has created a more level playing field for people like me who are deaf or hard-of-hearing, 
empowering us to communicate via videophone with anyone at any time in our native language, 
American Sign Language. The nature of the work I do requires that I be able to use the phone to 
communicate with colleagues, clients and business associates regardless of whether they are hearing or 
deaf. Without reliable, high-quality VRS service I would not be able to do my job effectively. 

The changes the FCC is considering would drastically change the nature of the VRS I depend on. One of 
the aspects of VRS that makes it such an effective way to communicate is the quality of the videophone 
technology used and the fact that the products provided by VRS companies have been developed 
specifically with the needs of the deaf- my needs- in mind. Yet, the FCC is considering changes that 
would, instead, force us to use off-the-shelf products and government-mandated software. Using 
products developed by and for people who are hearing would be a huge step backwards! The FCC 
cannot consider this to be a reasonable replacement for the high quality, specialized VRS technology we 
use every day. 

The rate changes being considered by the FCC would also directly affect my ability to access VRS, as well 
as the reliability and quality of service I depend on. If the FCC slashes the rates paid to VRS providers, as 
suggested in its Public Notice, many companies will simply stop providing this essential service. This will 
put me and all members of the deaf community at a significant disadvantage. 

In my view, VRS today is a shining example of what Congress intended when it passed the Americans 
with Disabilities Act 22 years ago. It is absolutely essential that any changes to the current program 
maintain the access, innovation and reliability that define VRS today. 
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I am writing to provide my comments on Federal Communication Commission's (FCC) Public Notice on 
the "Structure and practices of the video relay service (VRS) program and on proposed VRS 
compensation rates." 

I am dggf and VRS is how I stay in touch with my family and friends who are not deaf. I'm sure that 
heari~people don't think about what it means to be able to pick up the phone and call anyone any 
time or anywhere they want. But for me, this means everything. VRS has changed my life. 

I am alarmed that the FCC is proposing to dramatically change the VRS program. Why is the FCC going 
out of its way to fix something that isn't broken? 

I think there are two crucial reasons to keep the current VRS system in place. 

First, I like the company I do business with. I don't want to be forced to switch companies because the 
one I work with has gone out of business. 

Second, I don't want to have to buy and set up my own VRS equipment. I got my equipment at no cost 
from my VRS provider. They installed it and continue to maintain it. It would be unfair to now shift this 
burden to me and other deaf people. If the government wants to prevent deaf people from connecting 
with others and using VRS, this is a good way to do it. 

The VRS program works for people who are deaf. It's how we communicate every day with the hearing 
world and how the hearing world communicates with us. Any changes to the program must be in the 
best interest of deaf Americans. The change eing considered by the FCC are not. 

~Number 
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1 am writing in response to the Federal Communication Commission's (FCC's) request for comments on 
the "Structure and prattices of the video relay service (VRS) program and on proposed VRS 
compensation rates." I am very concerned about these proposals and how they will affect my family's 
safety. 

VRS is a lifeline. It allows me to conduct business, connect with my family and friends and do many 
other things over the phone that many hearing people take for granted. Most important, though, VRS is 
how I acc:ess my local emergency 911 service. In an emergency I know that when I place a 911 call it will 
be answered immediately. My location will be known. And, specially trained American Sign Language 
{ASL) Interpreters will be there to make sure my local emergency responders know exactly what help 1 
need. You can't Imagine how frightening it is to think that 1 might not be able to get help for me or my 
family because of long hold times, poorly trained Interpreters, or bad equipment. 

Cutting the rates paid to VRS providers as low as the FCC proposes will only reduce service quality I 
currently depend on. How will these companies hire and keep skilled ASL interpreters on staff when the 
government has just cut what they are willing to pay them by $2 an hour? How will911 calls be 
answered immediately when there are fewer interpreters and longer hold times? How wt11 I know that 
my VRS will work when I'm using a videophone from WaiMart instead of the specially designed 
videophone from my VRS provider? ' 

I hope the FCC has answers to all of the questiOns before it considers changing the current system. 

Sincerely, 

Name 111Aif r LilA) r0; e_ A-t5 T/-1-L /A!_!?" 
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I am writing in response to the Federal Communication Commission's (FCC) request for comments on 
the "Structure and practices of the video relay service (VRS) program and on proposed VRS 
compensation rates." I am opposed to the changes being considered. 

VRS has created a more level playing field for people like me who are deaf or hard-of-hearing, 
empowering us to communicate via videophone with anyone at any time in our native language, 
American Sign Language. The nature of the work I do requires that I be able to use the phone to 
communicate with colleagues, clients and business associates regardless of whether they are hearing or 
deaf. Without reliable, high-quality VRS service I would not be able to do my job effectively. 

The changes the FCC is considering would drastically change the nature of the VRS I depend on. One of 
the aspects of VRS that makes it such an effective way to communicate is the quality of the videophone 
technology used and the fact that the products provided by VRS companies have been developed 
specifically with the needs of the deaf- my needs- in mind. Yet, the FCC is considering changes that 
would, instead, force us to use off-the-shelf products and government-mandated software. Using 
products developed by and for people who are hearing would be a huge step backwards! The FCC 
cannot consider this to be a reasonable replacement for the high quality, specialized VRS technology we 
use every day. 

The rate changes being considered by the FCC would also directly affect my ability to access VRS, as well 
as the reliability and quality of service I depend on. If the FCC slashes the rates paid to VRS providers, as 
suggested in its Public Notice, many companies will simply stop providing this essential service. This will 
put me and all members of the deaf community at a significant disadvantage. 

In my view, VRS today is a shining example of what Congress intended when it passed the Americans 
with Disabilities Act 22 years ago. It is absolutely essential that any changes to the current program 
maintain the access, innovation and reliability that define VRS today. 
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I am writing to provide my comments on Federal Communication Commission's (FCC) Public Notice on 
the "Structure and practices of the video relay service (VRS) program and on proposed VRS 
compensation rates." 

I am deaf and VRS is how I stay in touch with my family and friends who are not deaf. I'm sure that 
hearing people don't think about what it means to be able to pick up the phone and calf anyone any 
time or anywhere they want. But for me, this means everything. VRS has changed my life. 

I am alarmed that the FCC is proposing to dramatically change the VRS program. Why is the FCC going 
out of its way to fix something that isn't broken? 

I think there are two crucial reasons to keep the current VRS system in place. 

First, I like the company I do business with. I don't want to be forced to switch companies because the 
one I work with has gone out of business. 

Second, I don't want to have to buy and set up my own VRS equipment. I got my equipment at no cost 
from my VRS provider. They installed it and continue to maintain it. It would be unfair to now shift this 
burden to me and other deaf people. If the government wants to prevent deaf people from connecting 
with others and using VRS, this is a good way to do it. 

The VRS program works for people who are deaf. It's how we communicate every day with the hearing 
world and how the hearing world communicates with us. Any changes to the program must be in the 
best interest of deaf Americans. The changes being considered by the FCC are not. 

r i:,t, r_~; l_,j(,~~~.-~:~· 
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I am writing in response to the Federal Communication Commission's (FCC) request for comments on 
the "Structure and practices of the video relay service (VRS) program and on proposed VRS 
compensation rates." I am opposed to the changes being considered. 

VRS has created a more level playing field for people like me who are deaf or hard-of-hearing, 
empowering us to communicate via videophone with anyone at any time in our native language, 
American Sign Language. The nature of the work I do requires that I be able to use the phone to 
communicate with colleagues, clients and business associates regardless of whether they are hearing or 
deaf. Without reliable, high-quality VRS service I would not be able to do my job effectively. 

The changes the FCC is considering would drastically change the nature of the VRS I depend on. One of 
the aspects of VRS that makes it such an effective way to communicate is the quality of the videophone 
technology used and the fact that the products provided by VRS companies have been developed 
specifically with the needs of the deaf- my needs- in mind. Yet, the FCC is considering changes that 
would, instead, force us to use off-the-shelf products and government-mandated software. Using 
products developed by and for people who are hearing would be a huge step backwards! The FCC 
cannot consider this to be a reasonable replacement for the high quality, specialized VRS technology we 
use every day. 

The rate changes being considered by the FCC would also directly affect my ability to access VRS, as well 
as the reliability and quality of service I depend on. If the FCC slashes the rates paid to VRS providers, as 
suggested in its Public Notice, many companies will simply stop providing this essential service. This will 
put me and all members of the deaf community at a significant disadvantage. 

In my view, VRS today is a shining example of what Congress intended when it passed the Americans 
with Disabilities Act 22 years ago. It is absolutely essential that any changes to the current program 
maintain the access, innovation and reliability that define VRS today. 
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I am writing to provide my comments on Federal Communication Commission's (FCC) Public Notice on 
the "Structure and practices of the video relay service (VRS) program and on proposed VRS 
compensation rates." 

I am deaf and VRS is how I stay in touch with my family and friends who are not deaf. I'm sure that 
hearing people don't think about what it means to be able to pick up the phone and call anyone any 
time or anywhere they want. But for me, this means everything. VRS has changed my life. 

I am alarmed that the FCC is proposing to dramatically change the VRS program. Why is the FCC going 
out of its way to fix something that isn't broken? 

I think there are two crucial reasons to keep the current VRS system in place. 

First, I like the company I do business with. I don't want to be forced to switch companies because the 
one I work with has gone out of business. 

Second, I don't want to have to buy and set up my own VRS equipment. I got my equipment at no cost 
from my VRS provider. They installed it and continue to maintain it. It would be unfair to now shift this 
burden to me and other deaf people. If the government wants to prevent deaf people from connecting 
with others and using VRS, this is a good way to do it. 

The VRS program works for people who are deaf. It's how we communicate every day with the hearing 
world and how the hearing world communicates with us. Any changes to the program must be in the 
best interest of deaf Americans. The changes being considered by the FCC are not. 

Sincerely, 

Nam•£badi:u1 ,:z1be.!:TIDIYlb~ 
\"- c.:: 
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I am writing in response to the Federal Communication Commission's (FCC) request for comments on 
the "Structure and practices of the video relay service (VRS) program and on proposed VRS 
compensation rates." I am opposed to the changes being considered. 

VRS has created a more level playing field for people like me who are deaf or hard-of-hearing, 
empowering us to communicate via videophone with anyone at any time in our native language, 
American Sign Language. The nature of the work I do requires that I be able to use the phone to 
communicate with colleagues, clients and business associates regardless of whether they are hearing or 
deaf. Without reliable, high-quality VRS service I would not be able to do my job effectively. 

The changes the FCC is considering would drastically change the nature of the VRS I depend on. One of 
the aspects of VRS that makes it such an effective way to communicate is the quality of the videophone 
technology used and the fact that the products provided by VRS companies have been developed 
specifically with the needs of the deaf- my needs- in mind. Yet, the FCC is considering changes that 
would, instead, force us to use off-the-shelf products and government-mandated software. Using 
products developed by and for people who are hearing would be a huge step backwards! The FCC 
cannot consider this to be a reasonable replacement for the high quality, specialized VRS technology we 
use every day. 

The rate changes being considered by the FCC would also directly affect my ability to access VRS, as well 
as the reliability and quality of service I depend on. If the FCC slashes the rates paid to VRS providers, as 
suggested in its Public Notice, many companies will simply stop providing this essential service. This will 
put me and all members of the deaf community at a significant disadvantage. 

In my view, VRS today is a shining example of what Congress intended when it passed the Americans 
with Disabilities Act 22 years ago. It is absolutely essential that any changes to the current program 
maintain the access, innovation and reliability that define VRS today. 

Sincerely, 

Nam~cAb~~ 
Title, if appropriate ~ f+PY*: ~ 
Address Cf {c;Q '? ,t:Ja_O VY16h:t l_o.ruL J 
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I am writing to provide my comments on Federal Communication Commission's (FCC) Public Notice on 
the "Structure and practices of the video relay service (VRS) program and on proposed VRS 
compensation rates." 

I am deaf and VRS is how I stay in touch with my family and friends who are not deaf. I'm sure that 
hearing people don't think about what it means to be able to pick up the phone and call anyone any 
time or anywhere they want. But for me, this means everything. VRS has changed my life. 

I am alarmed that the FCC is proposing to dramatically change the VRS program. Why is the FCC going 
out of its way to fix something that isn't broken? 

I think there are two crucial reasons to keep the current VRS system in place. 

First, I like the company I do business with. I don't want to be forced to switch companies because the 
one I work with has gone out of business. 

Second, I don't want to have to buy and set up my own VRS equipment. I got my equipment at no cost 
from my VRS provider. They installed it and continue to maintain it. It would be unfair to now shift this 
burden to me and other deaf people. If the government wants to prevent deaf people from connecting 
with others and using VRS, this is a good way to do it. 

The VRS program works for people who are deaf. It's how we communicate every day with the hearing 
world and how the hearing world communicates with us. Any changes to the program must be in the 
best interest of deaf Americans. The changes being considered by the FCC are not. 
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I am writing in response to the Federal Communication Commission's (FCC) request for comments on 
the "Structure and practices of the video relay service (VRS) program and on proposed VRS 
compensation rates." I am opposed to the changes being considered. 

VRS has created a more level playing field for people like me who are deaf or hard-of-hearing, 
empowering us to communicate via videophone with anyone at any time in our native language, 
American Sign language. The nature of the work I do requires that I be able to use the phone to 
communicate with colleagues, clients and business associates regardless of whether they are hearing or 
deaf. Without reliable, high-quality VRS service I would not be able to do my job effectively. 

The changes the FCC is considering would drastically change the nature ofthe VRS I depend on. One of 
the aspects of VRS that makes it such an effective way to communicate is the quality of the videophone 
technology used and the fact that the products provided by VRS companies have been developed 
specifically with the needs of the deaf- my needs- in mind. Yet, the FCC is considering changes that 
would, instead, force us to use off-the-shelf products and government-mandated software. Using 
products developed by and for people who are hearing would be a huge step backwards! The FCC 
cannot consider this to be a reasonable replacement for the high quality, specialized VRS technology we 
use every day. 

The rate changes being considered by the FCC would also directly affect my ability to access VRS, as well 
as the reliability and quality of service I depend on. If the FCC slashes the rates paid to VRS providers, as 
suggested in its Public Notice, many companies will simply stop providing this essential service. This will 
put me and all members of the deaf community at a significant disadvantage. 

In my view, VRS today is a shining example of what Congress intended when it passed the Americans 
with Disabilities Act 22 years ago. It is absolutely essential that any changes to the current program 
maintain the access, innovation and reliability that define VRS today. 

Namr--!2k-=--_lA~---=--\ _ 

mie, if appropriate t(}ft ~Wv>;.., I :~Wri!v-
Address 9t t£1- 6e/m;w!fttn<. 5d<J? !-,.,;,-, ') /Yl ;0 

'f I 

Telephone Number~/2~ t./'ZV: l.f 1"11 



Marlene H. Dortch, Secretary 
Federal Communications Commission 
Office of the Secretary 
445 12th Street, SW 
Room TW-A325 
Washington, DC 20554 

CG Docket Nos. 03-123 and 10-51 

Received & Inspected 

NOV 29 2012 

FCC Mail Room 

I am writing to provide my comments on Federal Communication Commission's (FCC) Public Notice on 
the "Structure and practices of the video relay service (VRS) program and on proposed VRS 
compensation rates." 

I am deaf and VRS is how I stay in touch with my family and friends who are not deaf. I'm sure that 
hearing people don't think about what it means to be able to pick up the phone and call anyone any 

· time or anywhere they want. But for me, this means everything. VRS has changed my life. 

I am alarmed that the FCC is proposing to dramatically change the VRS program. Why is the FCC going 
out of its way to fix something that isn't broken? 

I think there are two crucial reasons to keep the current VRS system in place. 

First, I like the company I do business with. I don't want to be forced to switch companies because the 
one I work with has gone out of business. 

Second, I don't want to have to buy and set up my own VRS equipment. I got my equipment at no cost 
from my VRS provider. They installed it and continue to maintain it. It would be unfair to now shift this 
burden to me and other deaf people. If the government wants to prevent deaf people from connecting 
with others and using VRS, this is a good way to do it. 

The VRS program works for people who are deaf. It's how we communicate every day with the hearing 
world and how the hearing world communicates with us. Any changes to the program must be in the 
best interest of deaf Americans. The changes being considered by the FCC are not. 

:::~e~. 
Title, if appropriate &t:~/UdL . :, · · 
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I am writing in response to the Federal Communication Commission's (FCC} request for comments on 
the 11Structure and practices of the video relay service (VRS) program and on proposed VRS 
compensation rates." I am opposed to the changes being considered. 

VRS has created a more level playing field for people like me who are deaf or hard-of-hearing, 
empowering us to communicate via videophone with anyone at any time in our native language, 
American Sign Language. The nature of the work I do requires that I be able to use the phone to 
communicate with colleagues, clients and business associates regardless of whether they are hearing or 
deaf. Without reliable, high-quality VRS service I would not be able to do my job effectively. 

The changes the FCC is considering would drastically change the nature of the VRS I depend on. One of 
the aspects of VRS that makes it such an effective way to communicate is the quality of the videophone 
technology used and the fact that the products provided by VRS companies have been developed 
specifically with the needs of the deaf- my needs- in mind. Yet, the FCC is considering changes that 
would, instead, force us to use off-the-shelf products and government-mandated software. Using 
products developed by and for people who are hearing would be a huge step backwards! The FCC 
cannot consider this to be a reasonable replacement for the high quality, specialized VRS technology we 
use every day. 

The rate changes being considered by the FCC would also directly affect my ability to access VRS, as well 
as the reliability and quality of service I depend on. If the FCC slashes the rates paid to VRS providers, as 
suggested in its Public Notice, many companies will simply stop providing this essential service. This will 
put me and all members of the deaf community at a significant disadvantage. 

In my view, VRS today is a shining example of what Congress intended when it passed the Americans 
with Disabilities Act 22 years ago. It is absolutely essential that any changes to the current program 
maintain the access, innovation and reliability that define VRS today. 

Sincere~~ 

Name~, 
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I am writing in response to the Federal Communication Commission's request for comments on the 
"Structure and practices of the video relay service (VRS) program and on proposed VRS compensation 
rates." I am very concerned that the changes being considered by the FCC will destroy a program that is 
vitally important to people who are deaf and hard-of-hearing. 

I am not deaf, but I know firsthand how VRS works. VRS allows people who are deaf or hard-of-hearing 
to use the "phone" to communicate comfortably and easily just like people who can hear. In this way, it 
has changed the lives of so many people who are deaf. With VRS they can do the things we take for 
granted- make a doctor's appointment, call a child's school, or simply order a pizza. VRS puts people 
who are deaf on a more level playing field. 

The changes being considered by the FCC would undo much of this progress. VRS largely relies on highly 
skilled American Sign Language (ASL) interpreters. These are the people who relay the conversation 
between the deaf and the hearing participants. The FCC wants to drastically cut the rate they pay VRS 
companies for providing this service. Obviously, this will have an immediate and negative effect on the 
ability of VRS companies to employ and train qualified interpreters. 

The FCC has also suggested that VRS can be just as effectively provided through government-mandated 
software that is used on off-the-shelf equipment like common videophones, computers, the iPad, or a 
smart TV. While such equipment can provide a convenient backup solution, it can't replace the 
videophones and other technologies provided by VRS providers. These have been specifically designed 
to take into account the special needs of the deaf and hard-of-hearing. 

If the FCC takes away skilled ASL interpreters and innovative equipment, VRS as we know it today won't 
exist. This would be a huge step backward for the rights and opportunities of Americans who are deaf 
and hard-of-hearing. 

Sincerely, 

Name_~:~f~o~h~~--~~e~'~'L'~~---~~~~~~---------------~t~ L~ ~y 
So(\ ;5o~V\ 

Title, if appropriate _________ _ 
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I am writing in response to the Federal Communication Commission's (FCC) request for comments on 
the "Structure and practices of the video relay service (VRS) program and on proposed VRS 
compensation rates." I am opposed to the changes being considered. 

VRS has created a more level playing field for people like me who are deaf or hard-of-hearing, 
empowering us to communicate via videophone with anyone at any time in our native language, 
American Sign Language. The nature of the work I do requires that I be able to use the phone to 
communicate with colleagues, clients and business associates regardless of whether they are hearing or 
deaf. Without reliable, high-quality VRS service I would not be able to do my job effectively. 

The changes the FCC is considering would drastically change the nature of the VRS I depend on. One of 
the aspects of VRS that makes it such an effective way to communicate is the quality of the videophone 
technology used and the fact that the products provided by VRS companies have been developed 
specifically with the needs of the deaf- my needs- in mind. Yet, the FCC is considering changes that 
would, instead, force us to use off-the-shelf products and government-mandated software. Using 
products developed by and for people who are hearing would be a huge step backwards! The FCC 
cannot consider this to be a reasonable replacement for the high quality, specialized VRS technology we 
use every day. 

The rate changes being considered by the FCC would also directly affect my ability to access VRS, as well 
as the reliability and quality of service I depend on. If the FCC slashes the rates paid to VRS providers, as 
suggested in its Public Notice, many companies will simply stop providing this essential service. This will 
put me and all members of the deaf community at a significant disadvantage. 

In my view, VRS today is a shining example of what Congress intended when it passed the Americans 
with Disabilities Act 22 years ago. It is absolutely essential that any changes to the current program 
maintain the access, innovation and reliability that define VRS today. 

Sincerely, "# 
Name/ifd~-
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I am writing to provide my comments on Federal Communication Commission's (FCC) Public Notice on 
the "Structure and practices of the video relay service (VRS) program and on proposed VRS 
compensation rates." 

I am deaf and VRS is how I stay in touch with my family and friends who are not deaf. I'm sure that 
hearing people don't think about what it means to be able to pick up the phone and call anyone any 
time or anywhere they want. But for me, this means everything. VRS has changed my life. 

I am alarmed that the FCC is proposing to dramatically change the VRS program. Why is the FCC going 
out of its way to fix something that isn't broken? 

I think there are two crucial reasons to keep the current VRS system in place. 

First, I like the company I do business with. I don't want to be forced to switch companies because the 
one I work with has gone out of business. 

Second, I don't want to have to buy and set up my own VRS equipment. I got my equipment at no cost 
from my VRS provider. They installed it and continue to maintain it. It would be unfair to now shift this 
burden to me and other deaf people. If the government wants to prevent deaf people from connecting 
with others and using VRS, this is a good way to do it. 

The VRS program works for people who are deaf. It's how we communicate every day with the hearing 
world and how the hearing world communicates with us. Any changes to the program must be in the 
best interest of deaf Americans. The changes being considered by the FCC are not. 

Sincerely, .. • ~ 

Name~£.):& 
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I am writing in response to the Federal Communication Commission's (FCC's) request for comments on 
the "Structure and practices of the video relay service (VRS) program and on proposed VRS 
compensation rates." I am very concerned about these proposals and how they will affect my family's 
safety. 

VRS is a lifeline. It allows me to conduct business, connect with my family and friends and do many 
other things over the phone that many hearing people take for granted. Most important, though, VRS is 
how I access my local emergency 911 service. In an emergency I know that when I place a 911 call it will 
be answered immediately. My location will be known. And, specially trained American Sign Language 
(ASL) interpreters will be there to make sure my local emergency responders know exactly what help I 
need. You can't imagine how frightening it is to think that I might not be able to get help for me or my 
family because of long hold times, poorly trained interpreters, or bad equipment. 

Cutting the rates paid to VRS providers as low as the FCC proposes will only reduce service quality I 
currently depend on. How will these companies hire and keep skilled ASL interpreters on staff when the 
government has just cut what they are willing to pay them by $2 an hour? How will 911 calls be 
answered immediately when there are fewer interpreters and longer hold times? How will I know that 
my VRS will work when I'm using a videophone from WaiMart instead of the specially designed 
videophone from my VRS provider? 

I hope the FCC has answers to all of the questions before it considers changing the current system. 
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I am writing in response to the Federal Communication Commission's request for comments on the 
"Structure and practices of the video relay service (VRS) program and on proposed VRS compensation 
rates." I am very concerned that the changes being considered by the FCC will destroy a program that is 
vitally important to people who are deaf and hard-of-hearing. 

I am not deaf, but I know firsthand how VRS works. VRS allows people who are deaf or hard-of-hearing 
to use the "phone" to communicate comfortably and easily just like people who can hear. In this way, it 
has changed the lives of so many people who are deaf. With VRS they can do the things we take for 
granted- make a doctor's appointment, call a child's school, or simply order a pizza. VRS puts people 
who are deaf on a more level playing field. 

The changes being considered by the FCC would undo much of this progress. VRS largely relies on highly 
skilled American Sign Language (ASL) interpreters. These are the people who relay the conversation 
between the deaf and the hearing participants. The FCC wants to drastically cut the rate they pay VRS 
companies for providing this service. Obviously, this will have an immediate and negative effect on the 
ability of VRS companies to employ and train qualified interpreters. 

The FCC has also suggested that VRS can be just as effectively provided through government-mandated 
software that is used on off-the-shelf equipment like common videophones, computers, the iPad, or a 
smart TV. While such equipment can provide a convenient backup solution, it can't replace the 
videophones and other technologies provided by VRS providers. These have been specifically designed 
to take into account the special needs of the deaf and hard-of-hearing. 

If the FCC takes away skilled ASL interpreters and innovative equipment, VRS as we know it today won't 
exist. This would be a huge step backward for the rights and opportunities of Americans who are deaf 
and hard-of-hearing. 

Sincerely,-~~ 3?---
Name ~~ 
Title, if appropriate f/OL/) I /J6 tJPE£-A'T"of:, 
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I am writing in response to the Federal Communication Commission's request for comments on the 
"Structure and practices of the video relay service (VRS) program and on proposed VRS compensation 
rates." I am very concerned that the changes being considered by the FCC will destroy a program that is 
vitally important to people who are deaf and hard-of-hearing. 

I am not deaf, but I know firsthand how VRS works. VRS allows people who are deaf or hard-of-hearing 
to use the "phone" to communicate comfortably and easily just like people who can hear. In this way, it 
has changed the lives of so many people who are deaf. With VRS they can do the things we take for 
granted- make a doctor's appointment, call a child's school, or simply order a pizza. VRS puts people 
who are deaf on a more level playing field. 

The changes being considered by the FCC would undo much of this progress. VRS largely relies on highly 
skilled American Sign Language (ASL) interpreters. These are the people who relay the conversation 
between the deaf and the hearing participants. The FCC wants to drastically cut the rate they pay VRS 
companies for providing this service. Obviously, this will have an immediate and negative effect on the 
ability of VRS companies to employ and train qualified interpreters. 

The FCC has also suggested that VRS can be just as effectively provided through government-mandated 
software that is used on off-the-shelf equipment like common videophones, computers, the iPad, or a 
smart TV. While such equipment can provide a convenient backup solution, it can't replace the 
videophones and other technologies provided by VRS providers. These have been specifically designed 
to take into account the special needs of the deaf and hard-of-hearing. 

If the FCC takes away skilled ASL interpreters and innovative equipment, VRS as we know it today won't 
exist. This would be a huge step backward for the rights and opportunities of Americans who are deaf 
and hard-of-hearing. 

Sincerely, 

Name ~z/~ Jki 
Title, if appropriate fr))h {Jyj_ . 

Address 311/S r:Jot)t 11 1}1 & {Jh10 (/339/ 
Telephone Numberb/t{- ,5"03 -" 0 33t, 
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I am writing in response to the Federal Communication Commission's (FCC's) request for comments on 
the "Structure and practices of the video relay service (VRS) program and on proposed VRS 
compensation rates." I am very concerned about these proposals and how they will affect my family's 
safety. 

VRS is a lifeline. It allows me to conduct business, connect with my family and friends and do many 
other things over the phone that many hearing people take for granted. Most important, though, VRS is 
how I access my local emergency 911 service. In an emergency I know that when I place a 911 call it will 
be answered immediately. My location will be known. And, specially trained American Sign Language 
(ASL) interpreters will be there to make sure my local emergency responders know exactly what help I 
need. You can't imagine how frightening it is to think that I might not be able to get help for me or my 
family because of long hold times, poorly trained interpreters, or bad equipment. 

Cutting the rates paid to VRS providers as low as the FCC proposes will only reduce service quality I 
currently depend on. How will these companies hire and keep skilled ASL interpreters on staff when the 
government has just cut what they are willing to pay them by $2 an hour? How will 911 calls be 
answered immediately when there are fewer interpreters and longer hold times? How will I know that 
my VRS will work when I'm using a videophone from WaiMart instead of the specially designed 
videophone from my VRS provider? 

I hope the FCC has answers to all ofthe questions before it considers changing the current system. 

Sincere() _ 

Name /'UJr£5 ikt 
Title, if appropriate {Jo.sl;m 
Address J7C/( {J)wl J)r a6 ()h/lJ f/3:JOJ I 
Telephone Number IR!I/ ~ ,g}3-' 0336 
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I am writing in response to the Federal Communication Commission's (FCC) request for comments on 
the "Structure and practices of the video relay service (VRS) program and on proposed VRS 
compensation rates." I am opposed to the changes being considered. 

VRS has created a more level playing field for people like me who are deaf or hard-of-hearing, 
empowering us to communicate via videophone with anyone at any time in our native language, 
American Sign Language. The nature of the work I do requires that I be able to use the phone to 
communicate with colleagues, clients and business associates regardless of whether they are hearing or 
deaf. Without reliable, high-quality VRS service I would not be able to do my job effectively. 

The changes the FCC is considering would drastically change the nature of the VRS I depend on. One of 
the aspects of VRS that makes it such an effective way to communicate is the quality of the videophone 
technology used and the fact that the products provided by VRS companies have been developed 
specifically with the needs of the deaf- my needs- in mind. Yet, the FCC is considering changes that 
would, instead, force us to use off-the-shelf products and government-mandated software. Using 
products developed by and for people who are hearing would be a huge step backwards! The FCC 
cannot consider this to be a reasonable replacement for the high quality, specialized VRS technology we 
use every day. 

The rate changes being considered by the FCC would also directly affect my ability to access VRS, as well 
as the reliability and quality of service I depend on. If the FCC slashes the rates paid to VRS providers, as 
suggested in its Public Notice, many companies will simply stop providing this essential service. This will 
put me and all members of the deaf community at a significant disadvantage. 

In my view, VRS today is a shining example of what Congress intended when it passed the Americans 
with Disabilities Act 22 years ago. It is absolutely essential that any changes to the current program 
maintain the access, innovation and reliability that define VRS today. 

Since~ 

Name~t/5 ~~-
Title, if a ppropriate_.,...&--=~=-ob~-<--.zJ..:....rJL--..---"7r-
Address37l/;' /{JI/!Ui~ Dr Dl a~~ (/39?/ 

Telephone Number /.e/L{- S03"' 0 3~ 
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I am writing to provide my comments on Federal Communication Commission's (FCC) Public Notice on 
the "Structure and practices of the video relay service (VRS} program and on proposed VRS 
compensation rates." 

I am deaf and VRS is how I stay in touch with my family and friends who are not deaf. I'm sure that 
hearing people don't think about what it means to be able to pick up the phone and call anyone any 
time or anywhere they want. But for me, this means everything. VRS has changed my life. 

I am alarmed that the FCC is proposing to dramatically change the VRS program. Why is the FCC going 
out of its way to fix something that isn't broken? 

I think there are two crucial reasons to keep the current VRS system in place. 

First, I like the company I do business with. I don't want to be forced to switch companies because the 
one I work with has gone out of business. 

Second, I don't want to have to buy and set up my own VRS equipment. I got my equipment at no cost 
from my VRS provider. They installed it and continue to maintain it. It would be unfair to now shift this 
burden to me and other deaf people. If the government wants to prevent deaf people from connecting 
with others and using VRS, this is a good way to do it. 

The VRS program works for people who are deaf. It's how we communicate every day with the hearing 
world and how the hearing world communicates with us. Any changes to the program must be in the 
best interest of deaf Americans. The changes being considered by the FCC are not. 

:::~~vi <1 !Lt 
Title, if a ppropriate_+-& ..... d""~.>.._.f-''J ...... ffJ,.__,. ___ ----=-:--

Address ?;1(/S tl:t/ro» ;L !}: Ot {}h;t;J f/?J(f} J 
Telephone Number bJt( :.503--6~ 
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"Structure and practices of the video relay service (VRS) program and on proposed VRS compensation 
rates." I am very concerned that the changes being considered by the FCC will destroy a program that is 
vitally important to people who are deaf and hard-of-hearing. 

I am not deaf, but I know firsthand how VRS works. VRS allows people who are deaf or hard-of-hearing 
to use the "phone" to communicate comfortably and easily just like people who can hear. In this way, it 
has changed the lives of so many people who are deaf. With VRS they can do the things we take for 
granted- make a doctor's appointment, call a child's school, or simply order a pizza. VRS puts people 
who are deaf on a more level playing field. 

The changes being considered by the FCC would undo much of this progress. VRS largely relies on highly 
skilled American Sign Language (ASL) interpreters. These are the people who relay the conversation 
between the deaf and the hearing participants. The FCC wants to drastically cut the rate they pay VRS 
companies for providing this service. Obviously, this will have an immediate and negative effect on the 
ability of VRS companies to employ and train qualified interpreters. 

The FCC has also suggested that VRS can be just as effectively provided through government-mandated 
software that is used on off-the-shelf equipment like common videophones, computers, the iPad, or a 
smart TV. While such equipment can provide a convenient backup,solution, it can't replace the 
videophones and other technologies provided by VRS providers. These have been specifically designed 
to take into account the special needs of the deaf and hard-of-hearing. 

If the FCC takes away skilled ASL interpreters and innovative equipment, VRS as we know it today won't 
exist. This would be a huge step backward for the rights and opportunities of Americans who are deaf 
and hard-of-hearing. 

Sincerely, 
. ' 1\'l· ·{~ 

Name ~ }'' ,· . 
, 

Title, if appropriate r., {Vv-.J rOY') 

Address {J 5· { vv 1vose ~ / .1!\fl.dt r ,j ,t1D 2 f Y or 
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I am writing in response to the Federal Communication Commission's request fbr comments on the 
"Structure and practices of the video relay service (VRS) program and on proposed VRS cdmpensation 
rates." I am very concerned that the changes being considered by the FCC will destroy a program that is 
vitally important to people who are deaf and hard-of-hearing. · 

I am not deaf, but I know firsthand how VRS works. VRS allows people who are deaf or hard-of-hearing 
to use the "phone" to communicate comfortably and easily just like people who can hear. In this way, it 
has changed the lives of so many people who are deaf. With VRS they can do the things we take for 
granted- make a doctor's appointment, call a child's school, or simply order a pizza. VRS puts people 
who are deaf on a more level playing field. 

The changes being considered by the FCC would undo much of this progress. VRS largely relies on highly 
skilled American Sign Language (ASL) interpreters. These are the people who relay the conversation 
between the deaf and the hearing participants. The FCC wants to drastically cut the rate they pay VRS 
companies for providing this service. Obviously, this will have an immediate and negative effect on the 
ability of VRS companies to employ and train qualified interpreters. 

The FCC has also suggested that VRS can be just as effectively provided through government-mandated 
software that is used on off-the-shelf equipment like common videophones, computers, the iPad, or a 
smart TV. While such equfpment can provide a convenient backup solution, it can't replace the 
videophones and other technologies provided by VRS providers. These have been specifically designed 
to take into account the special needs of the deaf and hard-of-hearing. 

If the FCC takes away skilled ASL interpreters and innovative equipment, VRS as we know it today won't 
exist. This would be a huge step backward for the rights and opportunities of Americans who are deaf 
and hard-of-hearing. 

Sincerely, 

f4~ Name~~~-~ 'rlJ~~tlA/j_ 
Title, if appropriate _________ _ 

Address 9'-f/ ~st. {)j~ C&uAf~/ ~/CJ 
Telephone Number/- 9.3 7- t.fQ~- ~ ~ G() '-/ 3/ ~ d 
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I af!l a deaf person who uses Video Relay Services {VRS) for my communication with hearing people. VRS 
is a communication tool I use every day. 

I am writing because I am very concerned about the Federal Communication Commission's (FCC's) 
recent proposals to change the way VRS works. I can't imagine life without the current services I use. I 
don't want to see those services change! 

The Americans With Disabilfties Act (ADA) moved deaf people forward and opened up opportunities for 
us. The ADA assured deaf people (like me) that we will have access to "functionally-equivalent" 
communication- communication choices and services similar to those enjoyed by hearing people. To 
date, Video Relay Service {VRS) is the most functionally-equivalent communication service for deaf 
people. 

I am concerned that if the FCC's proposals go into effect, I won't have what the ADA promised me­
choice in my VRS equipment. I want to keep options available in choosing products that were designed 
for deaf people. I want choices. 

I am concerned that if the FCC's proposals go into effect, I won't have a choice in my VRS provider. 1 
don't want my calls to_ be routed through a centralized database that would assign my calls to different 
providers. Hearing people have a choice in service providers. I want a choice. 

I am concerned that if the FCC's proposals go into effect and there are rate cuts for VRS providers, the 
quality of my service will Suffer. l~m concerned that with very limited resources, VRS providers might 
have to make changes that would result in longer hold times, unreliable service and less training for 
interpreters. Hearing peop~ have a choice to choose quality service. i don"t want VRS quality to suffer 
because VRS providers have no choice but to cut aspect-.s of their service. 

Please fuifi!l the promises of the ADA! I want functional equivalency. I want choices- in equipment, 
providers and quaiity. Pease en re that the VRS services l cummtlv enjoy are maintained. 

Sincerely, 

Name: Li.o VJ~y"'o L,<:::t(_,J::>D\1--

~~~;ess: ()...q (_ lvr ()-\-gr2..@ '\ ~hoO '(..o rt\. 

Telephone Number: loOd- l '-j 'fS ~ ::,1 () 
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I am writing in response to the Federal Communication Commission's request for comments on the 
"Structure and practices of the video relay service (VRS) program and on proposed VRS compensation 
rates." I am very concerned that the changes being considered by the FCC will destroy a program that is 
vitally important to people who are deaf and hard-of-hearing. 

I am not deaf, but I know firsthand how VRS works. VRS allows people who are deaf or hard-of-hearing 
to use the "phone" to communicate comfortably and easily just like people who can hear. In this way, it 
has changed the lives of so many people who are deaf. With VRS they can do the things we take for 
granted- make a doctor's appointment, call a child's school, or simply order a pizza. VRS puts people 
who are deaf on a more level playing field. 

The changes being considered by the FCC would undo much of this progress. VRS largely relies on highly 
skilled American Sign Language (ASL) interpreters. These are the people who relay the conversation 
between the deaf and the hearing participants. The FCC wants to drastically cut the rate they pay VRS 
companies for providing this service. Obviously, this will have an immediate and negative effect on the 
ability of VRS companies to employ and train qualified interpreters. 

The FCC has also suggested that VRS can be just as effectively provided through government-mandated 
software that is used on off-the-shelf equipment like common videophones, computers, the iPad, or a 
smart TV. While such equipment can provide a convenient backup solution, it can't replace the 
videophones and other technologies provided by VRS providers. These have been specifically designed 
to take into account the special needs of the deaf and hard-of-hearing. 

If the FCC takes away skilled ASL interpreters and innovative equipment, VRS as we know it today won't 
exist. This would be a huge step backward for the rights and opportunities of Americans who are deaf 
and hard-of-hearing. 

Sincerely, 

Name ~ UA tJA.c 

Title, if appropriate 

Address q tft ~ . 

Telephone Number 

H"' d '::f!::'hiiS rec'd 0 
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I am writing in response to the Federal Communication Commission's request for comments on the 
"Structure and practices of the video relay service (VRS) program and on proposed VRS compensation 
rates." I am very concerned that the changes being considered by the FCC will destroy a program that is 
vitally important to people who are deaf and hard-of-hearing. 

I am not deaf, but I know firsthand how VRS works. VRS allows people who are deaf or hard-of-hearing 
to use the "phone" to communicate comfortably and easily just like people who can hear. In this way, it 
has changed the lives of so many people who are deaf. With VRS they can do the things we take for 
granted- make a doctor's appointment, call a child's school, or simply order a pizza. VRS puts people 
who are deaf on a more level playing field. 

The changes being considered by the FCC would undo much of this progress. VRS largely relies on highly 
skilled American Sign Language (ASL) interpreters. These are the people who relay the conversation 
between the deaf and the hearing participants. The FCC wants to drastically cut the rate they pay VRS 
companies for providing this service. Obviously, this will have an immediate and negative effect on the 
ability of VRS companies to employ and train qualified interpreters. 

The FCC has also suggested that VRS can be just as effectively provided through government-mandated 
software that is used on off-the-shelf equipment like common videophones, computers, the iPad, or a 
smart TV. While such equipment can provide a convenient backup solution, it can't replace the 
videophones and other technologies provided by VRS providers. These have been specifically designed 
to take into account the special needs of the deaf and hard-of-hearing. 

If the FCC takes away skilled ASL interpreters and innovative equipment, VRS as we know it today won't 
exist. This would be a huge step backward for the rights and opportunities of Americans who are deaf 
and hard-of-hearing. 

Sincerely, 

Name"~.M~ 
Title, if appropriate ~~ 

Address -:·~o 16~~-lw~~ ~~...>::/-£ :3:Jrsd 

Telephone Number<?~/-(., 3 Cf- 33:2..0 
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I am writing in response to the Federal Communication Commission's request for comments on the 
"Structure and practices of the video relay service (VRS) program and on proposed VRS compensation 
rates." I am very concerned that the changes being considered by the FCC will destroy a program that is 
vitally important to people who are deaf and hard-of-hearing. 

I am not deaf, but I know firsthand how VRS works. VRS allows people who are deaf or hard-of-hearing 
to use the "phone" to communicate comfortably and easily just like people who can hear. In this way, it 
has changed the lives of so many people who are deaf. With VRS they can do the things we take fo; 
granted- make a do-::tor's appointment, call a child's school, or simply order a pizza. VRS puts people 
who are deaf on a more level playing field. 

The changes being considered by the FCC would undo much of this progress. VRS largely relies on highly 
skilled American Sign Language (ASL) interpreters. These are the people who relay the conversation 
between the deaf and the hearing participants. The FCC wants to drastically cut the rate they pay VRS 
companies for providing this service. Obviously, this will have an immediate and negative effect on the 
ability of VRS companies to employ and train qualified interpreters. 

The FCC has also suggested that VRS can be just as effectively provided through government-mandated 
software that is used on off-the-shelf equipment like common videophones, computers, the iPad, or a 
smart TV. While such equipment can provide a convenient backup solution, it can't replace the 
videophones and other technologies provided by VRS providers. These have been specifically designed 
to take into account the special needs of the deaf and hard-of-hearing. 

If the FCC takes away skilled ASL interpreters and innovative equipment, VRS as we know it today won't 
ex:st. This would be a huge step backward for the rights and opportunities of Americans who are deaf 
and hard-of-hearing. 

Sincerely, 

Name '-} /) (h1 fAe 'm • IAJ k 
Title, if appropriate t R 0 Ill ff (A J If ; tl 
Address [~3 ·E. s Q u f If eJCrv {t-v£ 
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I am writing to provide my comments on Federal Communication Commission's (FCC) Public Notice on 
the "Structure and practices of the video relay service (VRS) program and on proposed VRS 
compensation rates." 

I am deaf and VRS is how I stay in touch with my family and friends who are not deaf. I'm sure that 
hearing people don't think about what it means to be able to pick up the phone and call anyone any 
time or anywhere they want. But for me, this means everything. VRS has changed my life. 

I am alarmed that the FCC is proposing to dramatically change the VRS program. Why is the FCC going 
out of its way to fix something that isn't broken? 

I think there are two crucial reasons to keep the current VRS system in place. 

First, I like the company I do business with. I don't want to be forced to switch companies because the 
one I work with has gone out of business. 

Second, I don't want to have to buy and set up my own VRS equipment. I got my equipment at no cost 
from my VRS provider. They installed it and continue to maintain it. It would be unfair to now shift this 
burden to me and other deaf people. If the government wants to prevent deaf people from connecting 
with others and using VRS, this is a good way to do it. 

The VRS program works for people who are deaf. It's how we communicate every day with the hearing 
world and how the hearing world communicates with us. Any changes to the program must be in the . 
best interest of deaf Americans. The changes being considered by the FCC are not. 

Sincerely, 

Name 4/l b1~ Yl1 · wlf~ 
Title, if appropriate F R 0 !I) It /.AJ tf/ tJ 
Address 'rs.3 e. s: d v +- H £Rtv Au 6 

SpRIN {J-F/ [LD I @_If L;s-s-O's­
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I am writing in response to the Federal Communication Commission's (FCC) request for comments on 
the "Structure and practices of the video relay service (VRS) program and on proposed VRS 
compensation rates." I am opposed to the changes being considered. 

VRS has created a more level playing field for people like me who are deaf or hard-of-hearing, 
empowering us to communicate via videophone with anyone at any time in our native language, 
American Sign Language. The n<:ture of the work I do req~1ires that I be able to use the phone to 
communicate with colleagues, clients and business associates regardless of whether they are hearing or 
deaf. Without reliable, high-quality VRS service I would not be able to do my job effectively. 

The changes the FCC is considering would drastically change the nature of the VRS I depend on. One of 
the aspects of VRS that makes it such an effective way to communicate is the quality of the videophone 
technology used and the fact that the products provided by VRS companies have been developed 
specifically with the needs of the deaf- my needs- in mind. Yet, the FCC is considering changes that 
would, instead, force us to use off-the-shelf products and government-mandated software. Using 
products developed by and for people who are hearing would be a huge step backwards! The FCC 
cannot consider this to be a reasonable replacement for the high quality, specialized VRS technology we 
use every day. 

The rate changes being considered by the FCC would also directly affect my ability to access VRS, as well 
as the reliability and quality of service I depend on. lfthe FCC slashes the rates paid to VRS providers, as 
suggested in its Public Notice, many companies will simply stop providing this essential service. This will 
put me and all members of the deaf community at a significant disadvantage. 

In my view, VRS today is a shining example of what Congress intended when it passed the Americans 
with Disabilities Act 22 years ago. It is absolutely essential that any changes to the current program 
maintain the access, innovation and reliability that define VRS today. 

Sincerely, 

Name ;j-17 hlt!..-)n ~ 
• Lull:rr 

Title, if appropriate fR 0 W Et m. wH; -t--r 
Address <l S 3 ~ • S: (J U -J- 1-t ~ R N ft Lf J3-. 
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I am writing in response to the Federal Communication Commission's (FCC's) request for comments on 
the "Structure and practices of the video relay service (VRS) program and on proposed VRS 
compensation rates." I am very concerned about these proposals and how they will affect my family's 
safety. 

VRS is a lifeline. It allows me to conduct business, connect with my family and friends and do many 
other things over the phone that many hearing people take for granted. Most important, though, VRS is 
how I access my local emergency 911 service. In an emergency I know that when I place a 911 call it will 
be answered immediately. My location will be known. And, specially trained American Sign Language 
(ASL) interpreters will be there to make sure my local emergency responders know exactly what help I 
need. You can't imagine how frightening it is to think that I might not be able to get help for me or my 
family because of long hold times, poorly trained interpreters, or bad equipment. 

Cutting the rates paid to VRS providers as low as the FCC proposes will only reduce service quality I 
currently depend on. How will these companies hire and keep skilled ASL interpreters on staff when the 
government has just cut what they are willing to pay them by $2 an hour? How will 911 calls be 
answered immediately when there are fewer interpreters and longer hold times? How will I know that 
my VRS will work when I'm using a videophone from WaiMart instead of the specially designed 
videophone from my VRS provider? 

I hope the FCC has answers to all of the questions before it considers changing the current system. 

Sincerely, 

Name ;j/1th11-- ~. ~ 
Title, if appropriate F ?oN fl tn. w H / + r 
Address ~33 ~. S"a U + t+ !3J? N /t U £ 
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I am writing in response to the Federal Communication Commission's request for comments on the 
"Structure and practices of the video relay service {VRS) program and on proposed VRS compensation 
rates." I am very concerned that the changes being considered by the FCC witt destroy a program that is 
vitally important to people who are deaf and hard-of-hearing. 

I am not deaf; but I know firsthand how VRS works. VRS allows people who are deaf or hard-of-hearing 
to use the uphone" to communicate comfortably and easily just like people who can hear. In this way, it 
has changed the lives of so many people who are deaf. With VRS they can do the things we take for 
granted- make a doctor's appointment, call a child's school, or simply order a pizza. VRS puts people 
who are deaf on a more level playing field. 

The changes being considered by the FCC would undo much of this progress. VRS largely relies on highly 
skilled American Sign Language (ASL) interpreters. These are the people who relay the conversation 
between the deaf and the hearing participants. The FCC wants to drastically cut the rate they pay VRS 
companies for providing this service. Obviously, this will have an immediate and negative ettect on the 
ability of VRS companies to employ and train qualified interpreters. 

The FCC has also suggested that VRS can be just as effectively provided through government-mandated 
software that is used on off-the-shelf equipment like common videophones, computers, the iPad, or a 
smart TV. While such equipment can provide a convenient backup solution, it can't replace the 
videophones and other technologies provided by VRS providers. These have been specifically designed 
to take into account the special needs of the deaf and hard-of-hearing. 

If the FCC takes away skilled ASl interpreters and innovative equipment, VRS as we know it today won't 
exist. This would be a huge step backward for the rights and opportunities of Americans who are deaf 
and hard-of-hearing. 

Sincerel ' 

Name auJw 
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I am writing in response to the Federal Communication Commission's request for comments on the 
"Structure and practices of the video relay service (VRS) program and on proposed VRS compensation 
rates." I am very concerned that the changes being considered by the FCC will destroy a program that is 
vitally important to people who are deaf and hard-of-hearing. 

I am not deaf, but I know firsthand how VRS works. VRS allows people who are deaf or hard-of-hearing 
to use the "phonell to communicate comfortably and easily just like people who can hear. In this way, it 
has changed the lives of so many people who are deaf. With VRS they can do the things we take for 
granted- make a doctor's appointment, call a child's school, or simply order a pizza. VRS puts people 
who are deaf on a more level playing field. 

The changes being considered by the FCC would undo much of this progress. VRS largely relies on highly 
skilled American Sign language (ASL) interpreters. These are the people who relay the conversation 
between the deaf and the hearing participants. The FCC wants to drastically cut the rate they pay VRS 
companies for providing this service. Obviously, this will have an immediate and negative effect on the 
ability of VRS companies to employ and train qualified interpreters. 

The FCC has also suggested that VRS can be just as effectively provided through government-mandated 
software that is used on off-the-shelf equipment like common videophones, computers, the iPad, or a 
smart TV. While such equipment can provide a convenient backup solution, it can't replace the 
videophones and other technologies provided by VRS providers. These have been specifically designed 
to take into account the special needs of the deaf and hard-of-hearing. 

If the FCC takes away skilled ASL interpreters and innovative equipment, VRS as we know it today won't 
exist. This would be a huge step backward for the rights and opportunities of Americans who are deaf 
and hard-of-hearing. 

Sincerely, 

Na~:~1 ZUv L~ ~·0) vV 
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Title,ifappropriate ~~ . 

Address fJ<J i/Jal J/{1/z_ twL- iJ0 j 
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I am writing in response to the Federal Communication Commission's request for comments on the 
"Structure and practices of the video relay service (VRS) program and on proposed VRS compensation 
rates." I am very concerned that the changes being considered by the FCC will destroy a program that is 
vitally important to people who are deaf and hard-of-hearing. 

I am not deaf, but I know firsthand how VRS works. VRS allows people who are deaf or hard-of-hearing 
to use the "phone" to communicate comfortably and easily just like people who can hear. In this way, it 
has changed the lives of so many people who are deaf. With VRS they can do the things we take for 
granted- make a doctor's appointment, call a child's school, or simply order a pizza. VRS puts people 
who are deaf on a more level playing field. 

The changes being considered by the FCC would undo much of this progress. VRS largely relies on highly 
skilled American Sign Language (ASL) interpreters. These are the people who relay the conversation 
between the deaf and the hearing participants. The FCC wants to drastically cut the rate they pay VRS 
companies for providing this service. Obviously, this will have an immediate and negative effect on the 
ability of VRS companies to employ and train qualified interpreters. 

The FCC has also suggested that VRS can be just as effectively provided through government-mandated 
software that is used on off-the-shelf equipment like common videophones, computers, the iPad, or a 
smart TV. While such equipment can provide a convenient backup solution, it can't replace the 
videophones and other technologies provided by VRS providers. These have been specifically designed 
to take into account the special needs of the deaf and hard-of-hearing. 

If the FCC takes away skilled ASL interpreters and innovative equipment, VRS as we know it today won't 
exist. This would be a huge step backward for the rights and opportunities of Americans who are deaf 
and hard-of-hearing. 
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I am a deaf person who uses Video Relay Services (VRS) for my communication with hearing people. VRS 
is a communication tool I use every day. 

I am writing because I am very concerned about the Federal Communication Commission's (FCC's) 
recent proposals to change the way VRS works. I can't imagine life without the current services I use. I 
don't want to see those services change! 

The Americans With Disabilities Act (ADA) moved deaf people forward and opened up opportunities for 
us. The ADA assured deaf people (like me) that we will have access to "functionally-equivalent" 
communication- communication choices and services similar to those enjoyed by hearing people. To 
date, Video Relay Service (VRS) is the most functionally-equivalent communication service for deaf 
people. 

I am concerned that if the FCC's proposals go into effect, I won't have what the ADA promised me­
choice in my VRS equipment. I want to keep options available in choosing products that were designed 
for deaf people. I want choices. 

I am concerned that if the FCC's proposals go into effect, I won't have a choice in my VRS provider. 
don't want my calls to be routed through a centralized database that would assign my calls to different 
providers. Hearing people have a choice in service providers. I want a choice. 

I am concerned that if the FCC's proposals go into effect and there are rate cuts for VRS providers, the 
quality of my service will suffer. I'm concerned that with very limited resources, VRS providers might 
have to make changes that would result in longer hold times and unreliable service. Hearing people 
have a choice to choose quality service. I don't want VRS quality to suffer because VRS providers have 
no choice but to cut aspects of their service. 

Please fulfill the promises of the ADA! I want functional equivalency. I want choices- in equipment, 
providers and quality. Please ensure that the VRS services I currently enjoy are maintained. 

Sincerely, . ....") ~ L..,~ 
Name: le;VY ( 'l?;t<~ ~~-·--·-----·-·/ 
Title: / 

Address: ·-rw~n Al 
Telephone Number: 

By signing this document, you are filing an official FCC proceeding. All information submitted, including names and addresses, 
will be publicly available via the web. 

-------··---·---
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I am a deaf person who uses Video Relay Services (VRS) for my communication with hearing people. VRS 
is a communication tool I use every day. 

I am writing because I am very concerned about the Federal Communication Commission's {FCC's) 
recent proposals to change the way VRS works. I can't imagine life without the current services I use. I 
don't want to see those services change! 

The Americans With Disabilities Act (ADA) moved deaf people forward and opened up opportunities for 
us. The ADA assured deaf people {like me) that we will have access to "functionally-equivalent" 
communication- communication choices and services similar to those enjoyed by hearing people. To 
date, Video Relay Service {VRS) is the most functionally-equivalent communication service for deaf 
people. 

I am concerned that if the FCC's proposals go into effect, I won't have what the ADA promised me­
choice in my VRS equipment. I want to keep options available in choosing products that were designed 
for deaf people. I want choices. 

I am concerned that if the FCC's proposals go into effect, I won't have a choice in my VRS provider. 
don't want my calls to be routed through a centralized database that would assign my calls to different 
providers. Hearing people have a choice in service providers. I want a choice. 

I am concerned that if the FCC's proposals go into effect and there are rate cuts for VRS providers, the 
quality of my service will suffer. I'm concerned that with very limited resources, VRS providers might 
have to make changes that would result in longer hold times and unreliable service. Hearing people 
have a choice to choose quality service. I don't want VRS quality to suffer because VRS providers have 
no choice but to cut aspects of their service. 

Please fulfill the promises of the ADA! I want functional equivalency. I want choices- in equipment, 
providers and quality. Please ensure that the VRS services I currently enjoy are maintained. 

Sincerely, 
Name: ~\..)0-eVV"- \ Q~\o l 0 
Title: 
Address: I'-\?.:,\ I.A...) ~r YY""cx--....-t' GA..~ 
Telephone Number: ~ -;}· ~ d- 'S-d- \\ OL\-
By signing this document, you are filing an official FCC proceeding. All information submitted, including names and addresses, 
will be publicly available via the web. 
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I am a deaf person who uses Video Relay Services (VRS) for my communication with hearing people. VRS 
is a communication tool I use every day. 

I am writing because I am very concerned about the Federal Communication Commission's (FCC's) 
recent proposals to change the way VRS works. I can't imagine life without the current services I use. I 
don't want to see those services change! 

The Americans With Disabilities Act (ADA) moved deaf people forward and opened up opportunities for 
us. The ADA assured deaf people (like me) that we will have access to "functionally-equivalent" 
communication- communication choices and services similar to those enjoyed by hearing people. To 
date, Video Relay Service (VRS) is the most functionally-equivalent communication service for deaf 
people. 

I am concerned that if the FCC's proposals go into effect, l won't have what the ADA promised me­
choice in my VRS equipment. I want to keep options available in choosing products that were designed 
for deaf people. I want choices. 

I am concerned that if the FCC's proposals go into effect, I won't have a choice in my VRS provider. 
don't want my calls to be routed through a centralized database that would assign my calls to different 
providers. Hearing people have a choice in service providers. I want a choice. 

I am concerned that if the FCC's proposals go into effect and there are ·rate cuts for VRS providers, the 
quality of my service will suffer. I'm concerned that with very limited resources, VRS providers might 
have to make changes that would result in longer hold times and unreliable service. Hearing people 
have a choice to choose quality service. I don't want VRS quality to suffer because VRS providers have 
no choice but to cut aspects of their service. 

Please fulfill the promises of the ADA! I want functional equivalency. I want choices- in equipment, 
providers and quality. Please ensure that the VRS services I currently enjoy are maintained. 

By signing this document, you are filing an official FCC proceeding. All information submitted, including names and addresses, 
will be publicly available via the web. 
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I am writing to provide my comments on Federal Communication Commission's (FCC) Public Notice on 
the "Structure and practices of the video relay service (VRS) program and on proposed VRS 
compensation rates." 

I am deaf and VRS is how I stay in touch with my family and friends who are not deaf. I'm sure that 
hearing people don't think about what it means to be able to pick up the phone and call anyone any 
time or anywhere they want. But for me, this means everything. VRS has changed my life. 

tam alarmed that the FCC is proposing to dramatically change the VRS program. Why is the FCC going 
out of its way to fix something that isn't broken? 

I think there are two crucial reasons to keep the current VRS system in place. 

First, I like the company I do business with. I don't want to be forced to switch companies because the 
one I work with has gone out of business. 

Second, I don't want to have to buy and set up my own VRS equipment. I got my equipment at no cost 
from my VRS provider. They installed it and continue to maintain it. It would be unfair to now shift this 
burden to me and other deaf people. If the government wants to prevent deaf people from connecting 
with others and using VRS, this is a good way to do it. 

The VRS program works for people who are deaf. It's how we communicate every day with the hearing 
world and how the hearing world communicates with us. Any changes to the program must be in the 
best interest of deaf Americans. The changes being considered by the FCC are not. 

Sincerely, 

Name ,,61-1'./A"?" ~~ ~~ 
Title, if appropriate ~ Pcrp' ~-4 ~ c:~ 
Address 355/79 )</::U-<~-~~ ~, ·-r-.,..;7--e,_,>~z:; r?:J- 9L/S:_ytf 

Telephone Number v ;'::J s I () ·- b -¥8- ..::{ a ~ 7 
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I am writing in response to the Federal Communication Commission's request for comments on the 
"Structure and practices of the video relay service (VRS) program and on proposed VRS compensation 
rates." I am very concerned that the changes being considered by the FCC will destroy a program that is 
vitally important to people who are deaf and hard-of-hearing. 

I am not deaf, but I know firsthand how VRS works. VRS allows people who are deaf or hard-of-hearing 
to use the "phone" to communicate comfortably and easily just like people who can hear. In this way, it 
has changed the lives of so many people who are deaf. With VRS they can do the things we take for 
granted- make a doctor's appointment, call a child's school, or simply order a pizza. VRS puts people 
who are deaf on a more level playing field. 

The changes being considered by the FCC would undo much of this progress. VRS largely relies on highly 
skilled American Sign Language (ASL) interpreters. These are the people who relay the conversation 
between the deaf and the hearing participants. The FCC wants to drastically cut the rate they pay VRS 
companies for providing this service. Obviously, this will have an immediate and negative effect on the 
ability of VRS companies to employ and train qualified interpreters. 

The FCC has also suggested that VRS can be just as effectively provided through government-mandated 
software that is used on off-the-shelf equipment like common videophones, computers, the iPad, or a 
smart TV. While such equipment can provide a convenient backup solution, it can't replace the 
videophones and other technologies. provided by VRS providers. These have been specifically designed 
to take into account the special needs of the deaf and hard-of-hearing. 

If the FCC takes away skilled ASL interpreters and innovative equipment, VRS as we know it today won't 
exist. This would be a huge step backward for the rights and opportunities of Americans who are deaf 

and hard-of-hearing. hi /l 
Sincerely, ~5tlfk~x_ t/Z--~·· 
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I am writing in response to the Federal Communication Commission's request for comments on the 
"Structure and practices of the video relay service (VRS) program and on proposed VRS compensation 
rates." I am very concerned that the changes being considered by the FCC will destroy a program that is 
vitally important to people who are deaf and hard-of-hearing. 

I am not deaf, but I know firsthand how VRS works. VRS allows people who are deaf or hard-of-hearing 
to use the "phone" to communicate comfortably and easily just like people who can hear. In this way, it 
has changed the lives of so many people who are deaf. With VRS they can do the things we take for 
granted- make a doctor's appointment, call a child's school, or simply order a pizza. VRS puts people 
who are deaf on a more level playing field. 

The changes being considered by the FCC would undo much of this progress. VRS largely relies on highly 
skilled American Sign Language (ASL) interpreters. These are the people who relay the conversation 
between the deaf and the hearing participants. The FCC wants to drastically cut the rate they pay VRS 
companies for providing this service. Obviously, this will have an immediate and negative effect on the 
ability of VRS companies to employ and train qualified interpreters. 

The FCC has also suggested that VRS can be just as effectively provided through government-mandated 
software that is used on off-the-shelf equipment like common videophones, computers, the iPad, or a 
smart TV. While such equipment can provide a convenient backup solution, it can't replace the 
videophones and other technologies provided by VRS providers. These have been specifically designed 
to take into account the special needs of the deaf and hard-of-hearing. 

If the FCC takes away skilled ASL interpreters and innovative equipment, VRS as we know it today won't 
exist. This would be a huge step backward for the rights and opportunities of Americans who are deaf 
and hard-of-hearing. 
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I am writing in response to the Federal Communication Commission's request for comments on the 
"Structure and practices of the video relay service (VRS} program and on proposed VRS compensation 
rates". lam very concerned that the changes being considen:d by the FCC will destroy a program that is 
vitally important to people who are deaf and hard-of-hearing. 

I am not deaf, but I know firsthand how VRS works. VRS allows deaf or hard-of-hearing people to use 
the "phone" to communicate comfortably and easily just like people who can hear. In this way, it has 
changed the lives of so many people who are deaf, especially those who are not comfortable with the 
written word. With VRS they can do the things we take for granted- make a doctor's appointment, call 
a child's school, or simply order a pizza. VRS puts people who are deaf on a more level playing field. 

The changes being considered by the FCC would undo much ofthis progress. VRS largely relies on highly 
skilled American Sign Language (ASL) interpreters. These are the people who relay the conversation 
between the deaf and the hearing participants. The FCC wants to drastically cut the rate they pay VRS 
companies for providing this service. Obviously, this will have an immediate and negative effect on the 
ability of VRS companies to employ and train qualified interpreters. It will also likely have a sobering 
effect on students and employees willing to learn ASL. 

The FCC has also suggested that VRS can be just as effectively provided through government-mandated 
software that is used on off-the-shelf equipment like common videophones, computers, the iPad, or a 
smart TV. While such equipment can provide a convenient backup solution, it can't replace the 
videophones and other technologies provided by the VRS providers. These have been specifically 
designed to take into account the special needs of the deaf and hard-of-hearing. 

If the FCC takes away skilled ASL in~erpreters and innovative equipment, VRS as we know it today won't 
exist. This would be a huge step backward for the rights and opportunities of Americans who are deaf 
and hard-of-hearing. · 

Sincerely, 

Name-----"'-£.1%~~-r--------

Telephone Number ________________________________________________________ _ 
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I am writing in response to the Federal Communication Commission's request for comments on the 
"Structure and practices of the video relay service (VRS) program and on proposed VRS compensation 
rates". I am very concerned that the changes being considered by the FCC will destroy a program that is 
vitally important to people who are deaf and hard-of-hearing. 

I am not deaf, but I know firsthand how VRS works. VRS allows deaf or hard-of-hearing people to use 
the "phone" to communicate comfortably and easily just like people who can hear. In this way, it has 
changed the lives of so many people who are deaf, especially those who are not comfortable with the 
written word. With VRS they can do the things we take for granted- make a doctor's appointment, call 
a child's school, or simply order a pizza. VRS puts people who are deaf on a more level playing field. 

The changes being considered by the FCC would undo much of this progress. VRS largely relies on highly 
skilled American Sign Language (ASL) interpreters. These are the people who relay the conversation 
between the deaf and the hearing participants. The FCC wants to drastically cut the rate they pay VRS 
companies for providing this service. Obviously, this will have an immediate and negative effect on the 
ability of VRS companies to employ and train qualified interpreters. It will also likely have a sobering 
effect on students and employees willing to learn ASL. 

The FCC has also suggested that VRS can be just as effectively provided through government-mandated 
software that is used on off-the-shelf equipment like common videophones, computers, the iPad, or a 
smart TV. While such equipment can provide a convenient backup solution, it can't replace the 
videophones and other technologies provided by the VRS providers. These have been specifically 
designed to take into account the special needs of the deaf and hard-of-hearing. 

If the FCC takes away skilled ASL interpreters and innovative equipment, VRS as we know it today won't 
exist. This would be a huge step backward for the rights and opportunities of Americans who are deaf 
and hard-of-hearing. 

Sincerely, 

0 No. of Copil)s rec'd ____ _ 
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I am writing in response to the Federal Communication Commission's request for comments on the 
"Structure and practices of the video relay service (VRS) program and on proposed VRS compensation 
rates." I am very concerned that the changes being considered by the FCC will destroy a program that is 
vitally important to people who are deaf and hard-of-hearing. 

I am not deaf, but I know firsthand how VRS works. VRS allows people who are deaf or hard-of-hearing 
to use the "phone" to communicate comfortably and easily just like people who can hear. In this way, it 
has changed the lives of so many people who are deaf. With VRS they can do the things we take for 
granted- make a doctor's appointment, call a child's school, or simply order a pizza. VRS puts people 
who are deaf on a more level playing field. 

The changes being considered by the FCC would undo much of this progress. VRS largely relies on highly 
skilled American Sign Language (ASL) interpreters. These are the people who relay the conversation 
between the deaf and the hearing participants. The FCC wants to drastically cut the rate they pay VRS 
companies for providing this service. Obviously, this will have an immediate and negative effect on the 
ability of VRS companies to employ and train qualified interpreters. 

The FCC has also suggested that VRS can be just as effectively provided through government-mandated 
software that is used on off-the-shelf equipment like common videophones, computers, the iPad, or a 
smart TV. While such equipment can provide a convenient backup solution, it can't replace the 
videophones and other technologies provided by VRS providers. These have been specifically designed 
to take into account the special needs of the deaf and hard-of-hearing. 

If the FCC takes away skilled ASL interpreters and innovative equipment, VRS as we know it today won't 
exist. This would be a huge step backward for the rights and opportunities of Americans who are deaf 
and hard-of-hearing. 

Sincerely, 

!I) I 
Name Qo [vfV\Y H)l{ I u! d 

Title, if appropriate Pee,.,{ C ; t 7.2 f?A 
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I am writing in response to the Federal Communication Commission's request for comments on the 
"Structure and practices of the video relay service (VRS) program and on proposed VRS compensation 
rates." I am very concerned that the changes being considered by the FCC will destroy a program that is 
vitally important to people who are deaf and hard-of-hearing. 

I am not deaf, but I know firsthand how VRS works. VRS allows people who are deaf or hard-of-hearing 
to use the 11phone" to communicate comfortably and easily just like people who can hear. In this way, it 
has changed the lives of so many people who are deaf. With VRS they can do the things we take for 
granted- make a doctor's appointment, call a child's school, or simply order a pizza. VRS puts people 
who are deaf on a more level playing field. 

The changes being considered by the FCC would undo much of this progress. VRS largely relies on highly 
skilled American Sign Language (ASL) interpreters. These are the people who relay the conversation 
between the deaf and the hearing participants. The FCC wants to drastically cut the rate they pay VRS 
companies for providing this service. Obviously, this will have an immediate and negative effect on the 
ability of VRS companies to employ and train qualified interpreters. 

The FCC has also suggested that VRS can be just as effectively provided through government-mandated 
software that is used on off-the-shelf equipment like common videophones, computers, the iPad, or a 
smart TV. While such equipment can provide a convenient backup solution, it can't replace the 
videophones and other technologies provided by VRS providers. These have been specifically designed 
to take into account the special needs of the deaf and hard-of-hearing. 

If the FCC takes away skilled ASL interpreters and innovative equipment, VRS as we know it today won't 
exist. This would be a huge step backward for the rights and opportunities of Americans who are deaf 
and hard-of-hearing. 

Sincerely, 

Name_____,K~W_9Jft_fJ cJ_J----=-&tk_ 
Title, if appropriate /L.Lf JRJ)vtLlA.!j • 

Address ~ I q UJ ILfzit !f.!l' ;J lfJ lf& 
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I am a deaf person who uses Video Relay Services (VRS) for my communication with hearing people. VRS 
is a communication tool I use every day. 

I am writing because I am very concerned about the Federal Communication Commission's (FCC's) 
recent proposals to change the way VRS works. I can't imagine life without the current services I use. I 
don't want to see those services change! 

The Americans With Disabilities Act (ADA) moved deaf people forward and opened up opportunities for 
us. The ADA assured deaf people (like me) that we will have access to "functionally-equivalent" 
communication- communication choices and services similar to those enjoyed by hearing people. To 
date, Video Relay Service (VRS) is the most functionally-equivalent communication service for deaf 
people. 

I am concerned that if the FCC's proposals go into effect, I won't have what the ADA promised me­
choice in my VRS equipment. I want to keep options available in choosing products that were designed 
for deaf people. I want choices. 

I am concerned that if the FCC's proposals go into effect, I won't have a choice in my VRS provider. 
don't want my calls to be routed through a centralized database that would assign my calls to different 
providers. Hearing people have a choice in service providers. I want a choice. 

I am concerned that if the FCC's proposals go into effect and there are rate cuts for VRS providers, the 
quality of my service will suffer. I'm concerned that with very limited resources, VRS providers might 
have to make changes that would result in longer hold times and unreliable service. Hearing people 
have a choice to choose quality service. I don't want VRS quality to suffer because VRS providers have 
no choice but to cut aspects of their service. 

Please fulfill the promises of the ADA! I want functional equivalency. I want choices- in equipment, 
providers and quality. Please ensure that the VRS services I currently enjoy are maintained. 

Sincerely}?) 
Name: )00-h- /l. ~~ lj Y' 
Title: !J'/S. 
Address: fR7~7 l<ern.L/ N. 1 Fr~td:;, IJ1/) &./103 
Telephone Number: 

(}.'fo- 5'7S-/J.IIb 
By signing this document, you are filing an official FCC proceeding. All information submitted, including names and addresses, 
will be publicly available via the web. 
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ram writing in response to the Federal Communication Commission's request for comments on the 
"Structure and practices of the video relay service (VRS) program and on proposed VRS compensation 
rates". I am very concerned that the changes being considered by the FCC will destroy a program that is 
vitally important to people who are deaf and hard-of-hearing. 

I am not deaf, but I know firsthand how VRS works. VRS allows deaf or hard-of-hearing people to use 
the "phone" to communicate comfortably and easily just like people who can hear. In this way, it has 
changed the fives of so many people who are deaf, especially those who are not comfortable with the 
written word. With VRS they can do the things we take for granted- make a doctor's appointment, call 
a child's school, or simply order a pizza. VRS puts people who are deaf on a more level playing field. 

The changes being considered by the FCC would undo much of this progress. VRS largely relies on highly 
skilled American Sign language (ASL) interpreters. These are the people who relay the conversation 
between the deaf and the hearing participants. The FCC wants to drastically cut the rate they pay VRS 
companies for providing this service. Obviously, this will have an immediate and negative effect on the 
ability ofVRS companies to employ and train qualified interpreters. It will also likely have a sobering 
effect on students and employees willing to learn ASL 

The FCC has also suggested that VRS can be just as effectively provided through government-mandated 
software that is used on off-the-shelf equipment like common videophones, computers, the iPad, or a 
smart TV. While such equipment can provide a convenient backup solution, it can't replace the 
videophones and other technologies provided by the VRS providers. These have been specifically 
designed to take into account the special needs of the deaf and hard-of-hearing. 

If the FCC takes away skilled ASL Interpreters and innovative equipment, VRS as we know it today won't 
exist. This would be a huge step backward for the rights and opportunities of Americans who are deaf 
and hard-of-hearing. 

Sincerely, 

Name_____;9~(.i!A1.j!_~:/a__;;;;_~--=-
7

~, ~~~) -----

Title, if appropriate-----------------------------

Address 
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I am writing in response to the Federal Communication Commission's request for comments on the 
{(Structure and practices of the video relay service (VRS) program and on proposed VRS compensation 
rates." I am very concerned that the changes being considered by the FCC will destroy a program that is 
vitally important to people who are deaf and hard-of-hearing. 

I am not deaf, but I know firsthand how VRS works. VRS allows people who are deaf or hard-of-hearing 
to use the "phone" to communicate comfortably and easily just like people who can hear. In this way, it 
has changed the lives of so many people who are deaf. With VRS they can do the things we take for 
granted- make a doctor's appointment, call a child's school, or simply order a pizza. VRS puts people 
who are deaf on a more level playing field. 

The changes being considered by the FCC would undo much of this progress. VRS largely relies on highly 
skilled American Sign Language (ASL) interpreters. These are the people who relay the conversation 
between the deaf and the hearing participants. The FCC wants to drastically cut the rate they pay VRS 
companies for providing this service. Obviously, this will have an immediate and negative effect on the 
ability of VRS companies to employ and train qualified interpreters. 

The FCC has also suggested that VRS can be just as effectively provided through government-mandated 
software that is used on off-the-shelf equipment like common videophones, computers, the iPad, or a 
smart TV. While such equipment can provide a convenient backup solution, it can't replace the 
videophones and other technologies provided by VRS providers. These have been specifically designed 
to take into account the special needs of the deaf and hard-of-hearing. 

If the FCC takes away skilled ASL interpreters and innovative equipment, VRS as we know it today won't 
exist. This would be a huge step backward for the rights and opportunities of Americans who are deaf 
and hard-of-hearing. 

Sincerely, 

Name ~dg KJ:d&.w 
Title, if appropriate LOU...O~ 
Address l 'J 5 5 .j l,v hf e c).._~~ ~, J IVt ~ 'DR l/ 3 q /p lj 

Telephone Number '140 · 6 3'1· If Lf I 

------------ ---



Marlene H. Dortch, Secretary 
Federal Communications Commission 
Office of the Secretary 
445 12th Street, SW 
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Washington, DC 20554 
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I al!' a deaf person who uses Vtdeo Relay Services (VRS) for my GOmmunication with hearing people. VRS 
is a communication tool I use every day. 

· ·. I am writing because I am very concerned about the Federal Communication Commission's (FCC's)­
recent proposals to change the way VRS works. I can't imagine life without the current services I use. I 
don't want to see those services change! 

The Americans Wrth Disabilities Act (ADA) moved deaf people forward and opened up opportunities for 
vs. The ADA assured deaf people (like me) that we will have access to "functionally-equivalent"' 
communication-communication choices and services similar to those enjoyed by hearing people. To 
date. Video Relay Service (VRS) is the most functionally-equivalent communication service for deaf 
people. 

I am concerned that if the FCC's proposals go into effect. I won't have what the ADA promised me­
choice in my VRS equipment. I want to keep options available in choosing products that were designed 
for deaf people. I want choices. · 

I am concerned that if the FCC's proposals go into effect, I won't have a choice in my VRS provider. I 
don't want my calls tO.. be routed through a centralized database that would assign my calls to different 
providers. Hearing people have a choice in service providers. I want a choice. 

I am concerned that if the FCC's proposals go into effect and there are rate cuts for VRS providers, the 
quality of my service will Suffer. rm concerned that with very limited resources, VRS providers might 
have to make changes that would result in longer hold times, unreliable service and less training for 
interpreters. Hearing people have a choice to choose quality servlc:e. I don't want VR5 quality to suffer 
because VRS providers have no choice but to wt aspects of theit service. 

Please fulfill the promiseS of the ADA! I want fimctiOnal eqUivalerKy. I want choices- in equipment, 
~viders and quality. Please ensure that the VRS services I currently enjoy are maintained. 

. 
Sincerely . 
N~me: a()f.j $-~"~,.... 
Title: . 
Address: \ U\5 ~ VI<\V'.b"'rr"" s.4- Avo~,. Jo<\-1-c lt\'l- €.,<;31-~ 
Telephone Number: 0 I 

bOZ--So9~L-uv 

q~ 

·-----·---~---- ------ ~~~=,-::--JJ·--1------

~ t-'tt- t.:__ . --·-
U:: 
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I am a deaf person who uses Video Relay Services {VRS) for my communication with hearing people. VRS 
is a··communication tool! use eler'/ day. 

·· ·. I am writing because I am very concerned about the Federal communication COmmission's {FCC's)­
recent proposals to change the way VRS works. I can't imagine life without the ctuTent services I use. I 
don't want to see those services change! 

The Americans With Disabilfties Act (ADA) moved deaf people forward and opened up opportunities for 
us. The ADA assured deaf people (like me) that we will have access to "functionally-equivalent" 
communication- communication choices and services similar to those enjoyed by hearing people. To 
date, Video Relay Service (VRS} is the most functionally-equivalent communication service for deaf 
people. 

I am concerned that if the FCC's proposals go into etlectr I won't have what the ADA promised me­
choice in my VRS equipment. I want to keep options avat1able in choosing products that were designed 
for deaf people. I want choices. · 

I am concerned that rrthe FCC's proposals go into effect, I won't have a choice in my VRS provider. 1 
don't want my calls to. be routed through a centralized database that would assign my calls to different 
providers. Hearing people have a choice in service providers. I want a choice. 

I am concerned that if the FCC's proposals go into effect and there are rate cuts for VRS provic::lers. the 
quality of my service will Suffer. I'm concerned that with very limited resources, VRS providers might 
have to make changes that would result in longer hold times, unreliable service and less training for 
interpreters. Hearing people have a choice to choose quality service. I don't want VRS quality to suffer 
because VRS providers have no choice but to OJt aspects of theit service. 

Please fulfill the promises of the ADA! I want functiOnal equivalency. I want choices- in equipment. 
providers and quality. Please ensure that the VRS services I currently enjoy are maintained. 



Marlene H. Dortch, Secretary 
Federal Communications Commission 
Office of the Secretary 
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I a~ a deaf person who uses Video Relay Services (VRS) for my c.ommunication with hearing people. VRS 
is a communication tool I use every day. 

I am writing because I am very concerned about the Federal Communication Commission's {FCC's) 
recent proposals to change the way VRS works. I can't imagine life without the current services I use. I 
don't want to see those services change! 

The Americans With Disabilfties Act (ADA) moved deaf people forward and opened up opportunities for 
us. The ADA assured deaf people (like me) that we will have access to "functionally-equivalent" 
communication- communication choices and services similar to those enjoyed by hearing people. To 
date, Video Relay Service (VRS) is the most functionally-equivalent communication service for deaf 
people. 

I am concerned that if the FCC's proposals go into effect, I won't have what the ADA promised me­
choice in my VRS equipment. I want to keep options available in choosing products that wen~ designed 
for deaf people. I want choices. 

I am concerned that if the FCC's proposals go into effect, I won't have a choice in my VRS provider. I 
don't want my calls to_ be routed through a centralized database that would assign my caDs to different 
providers. Hearing people have a choice in service providers. I want a choice. 

I am concerned that if the FCC's proposals go into effect and there are rate cuts for VRS providers, the 
quality of my service will suffer. I'm concerned that with very limited resources, VRS providers might 
have to make changes that would result in longer hold times, unreliable service and less training for 
interpreters. Hearing people have a choice to choose quality service. I don't want VRS quality to suffer 
because VRS providers have no choice but to cut aspects of their service. 

Please fulfill the promises of the ADAII want functional equivalency. I want choices- in equipment, 
providers and quality. Please ensure that the VRS services I currently enjoy are maintained. 

Sincerely~ 

N!ime: n o i"Ce!­
Title: 
Address:~ 
Telephone Number: 

-5.:(~1'1-/1~ 

"1$--. t-.A-~ fv ;Jb/.JJ 

¥ p- 9cl1-- [7•37/ 

_/1 ____ ·-

---~----- ·~---- --~ -~--~--
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I ~ a deaf person who uses Video Relay Services (VRS) for my oommunication with hearing people. VRS 
is a communication tool I use every day. 

I am writing because I am very concerned about the Federal Communication Commission's (FCCs)­
recent proposals to change the way VRS works. I can't imagine life without the current services I use. I 
don't want to see those services change! 

The Americans W"tth Disabil1ties Act (ADA) moved deaf people forward and opened up opportunities for 
us. The ADA assured deaf people (like me) that we will have access to "functionally-equivalent" 
communication- communication choices and services similar to those enjoyed by hearing people. To 
date, Video Relay Service (VRS) is the most functionally-eqUivalent communication service for deaf 
people. 

I am concerned that if the FCC's proposals go into effect:. I won't have what the ADA promised me­
choice in my VRS equipment. I want to keep options available in choosing products that~ designed 
for deaf people. I want choices. -

I am concerned that if the FCC's proposals go into effect, I won't have a choice in my VRS provider. I 
don't want my calls to_ be routed through a centralized database that would assign my calls to different 
providers. Hearing people have a choice in service providers. I want a choice. 

I am concerned tbat if the FCC's proposals go into effect and there are rate cuts for VRS providers, the 
quality of my service will Suffer. I'm concerned that with very limited resources. VRS providers might 
have to make changes that would result in longer hold times, unreliable service and less training for 
interpreters. Hearing people have a choice to choose quaftty service. I don't want VRS quality to suffer 
because VRS providers have no choice but to cut aspects of their service. 

Please fulfill the promises of the ADA! I want functiOnal equivalency. I want choices - in equipment, 
providers and quality. Please ensure that the VRS services I currently enjoy are maintained. 
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I al!l a deaf person who uses Video Relay Services (VRS) for my communication with hearing people. VRS 
is a communication tool I use every day. 

· · . I am writing because I am very concerned about the Federal Communication Commission's (FCC's). 

recent proposals to change the way VRS works. I can't imagine life without the current services I use. I 
don't want to see those services change! 

The Americans Wrth Disabilities Act (ADA) moved deaf people forward and opened up opportunities for 
ys. The ADA assured deaf people (flke me) that we will have access to •functionally-equivalent" 
communication- communication choices and services similar to those enjoyed by hearing people. To 
date, Vtdeo Relay Service (VRS) is the most functionally-equivalent communication service for deaf 
people. 

I am concerned that if the FCC's proposals go into effect, I won't have what the ADA promised me­
choice in my VRS equipment. I want to keep options available in choosing products that~ designed 
for deaf people. I want choices. · 

I am concerned that if the FCC's proposals go into effect, I won't have a choice in my VRS provider. I 
don't want my calls to be routed through a centralized da1abase that would assign my calls to different 
providers. Hearing people have a choice in service providers. I want a choice. 

I am concerned that if the FCC's proposals go into effect and there are rate cuts for VRS providers. the 
quality of my service will suffer. rm concerned that with very limited resources, VRS providers might 
have to make changes that would result in longer hold times, unreliable service and less training for 
interpreters. Hearing people have a choice to choose quaftty service. I don't want VRS quality to suffer 
because VRS providers have no choice but to cut aspects of their service. 

Please fulfill the promises of the ADAII want functional eqUivalency. I want choices- in equipment, 

~viders and)fality. Please. ensure-~~-~-~ I currently enjoy are maintained. 

=·~i:Z;hnr?~--
Mdress: ~I 5 f -<-rz rl..e r 4{;) i./aJt oa .C O>?L-
Telephone Number: I 

... _;. 

. - ·------------- ------- _y-_._.: _______ ----~-----

rsr.'d 0 __ 
..__ _____________ ._ ··-· 
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I a'!! a deaf person who uses Video Relay Services (VRS) for my communication with hearing people. VRS 
is a communication tool I use every day. 

I am writing because I am very concerned about the Federal Communication Commission's (FCC's) 
recent proposals to change the way VRS works. I can't imagine life without the current services I use. I 
don't want to see those services change! 

The Americans With Disabilfties Act (ADA) moved deaf people forward and opened up opportunities for 
us. The ADA assured deaf people (like me) that we will have access to "functionally-equivalent" 
communication- communication choices and services similar to those enjoyed by hearing people. To 
date, Vtdeo Relay Service (VRS) is the most functionally-equivalent communication service for deaf 
people. 

I am concerned that if the FCC's proposals go into effect, I won't have what the ADA promised me­
choice in my VRS equipment. I want to keep options available in choosing products that were designed 
for deaf people. I want choices. 

I am concerned that if the FCC's proposals go into effect, I won't have a choice in my VRS provider. 1 
don't want my ca!!s to be routed through a centralized database that would assign my calls to different 
providers. Hearing people have a cho!ce in service providers. I want a choice. 

! am concerned that if the FCC's propo!>als go into effect and t.l-tere are rate cuts fer VRS providers, the 
quality of my service w!l! suffer. !'m concerned that with very iimited resources, Vf<..S providers nught 

have to m!:!ke changes that ·"~Jould r~su!t fn !anger hold rimes .. unrefi~bf~ serv~ce and tess t r?~ning for 

---------------



Marlene H. Dortch. Secretary 
Federal Communications Commission 
Offite of the Seaetary 
445 12th Street, SW 
Room TW-A325 
Washington, DC 20554 

CG Docket Nos. 03-123 and 16-51 

I am writing in response to the Federal Communication Commission's (FCC's) request for comments on 
the "Structure and practices of the video relay service {VRS} program and on proposed VRS 
compensation rates." I am very concerned about these proposals and how they will affect my family's 
safety. 

VRS is a lifeline. It allows me to conduct business, connect with my family and friends and do many 
other things over the phone that many hearing people take for granted. Most important. though, VRS ls 
how I access my local emergency 911 service. In an emergency I know that when 1 place a 911 call it will 
be answered immediately. My location will be known. And, specially trained American Sign Language 
(ASL) interpreters will be there to make sure my local emergency responders know exactly what help 1 
need. You can't imagine how frightening it is to think that I might not be able to get help for me or my 
family because of long hold times, poorly trained interpreters. or bad equipment. 

Cutting the rates paid to VRS providers as low as the FCC proposes will only reduce servit:e quality 1 
currently depend on. How will these companies hire and keep skilled ASl interpreters on staff when the 
government has just cut what they are willing to pay them by $2 an hour? How will911 calls be 
answered immediately when there are fewer interpreters and longer hold times? How will I know that 
my VRS will work when I'm using a videophone from WaiMart instead of the specially designed 
videophone from my VRS provider? 

I hope the FCC has answers to all of the questions before it considers changing the current system. 

Sincerely, 

Name J2e&MS &Lft. CSf.fJP\_ ., 

Title, if appropriate _______ ...,.,..__ 

' 
Address .2<?" .2> FtJ12,6t LJV )Lfi'YLCC)_::) 9"> >tt~ 

Telephone Number 2 () Cf - J 8) - S Lf ij £? 

Received & Inspected 

NOV 29 2012 

FCC Mail Room 



Marlene H. Dortch, Sec:retary 
Federal Communications Commission 
Offic:e of the secretary 
44512th Street, SW 
Room TW-A325 
Washington, DC 20SS4 

CG Docket Nos. 03-123 and 16-51 

1 am writing in response to the Federal Communication COmmission's (FCC's) request for comments on 
the "Structure and practices of the video relay service (VRS} program and on proposed VRS 
compensation rates." 1 am very concerned about these proposals and how they will affect my family's 
safety. 

VRS is a lifeline. It allows me to conduct business, connect with my family and friends and do many 
other things over the phone that many hearing people take for granted. Most important. though, VRS is 
how I access my local emergency 911 service. In an emergency I know that when I place a 911 call it will 
be answered immediately. My location will be known. And, specially trained American Sign language 
(ASl) interpreters will be there to make sure my local emergency responders know exactly what help I 
need. You can't imagine how frightening it is to think that I might not be able to get help for me or my 
family because of long hold times, poorly trained interpreters, or bad equipment. 

Cutting the rates paid to VRS providers as low as the FCC proposes will only reduce service quality I 
currently depend on. How will these companies hire and keep skilled ASL interpreters on staff when the 
government has just cut what they are willing to pay them bv $2 an hour? How will911 calls be 
answered immediately when there are fewer interpreters and longer hold times? How will I know that 
my VRS will work when I'm using a videophone from WaiMart instead of the specially designed 
videophone from my VRS provider? 

I hope the FCC has answers to all of the questions before it considers changing the current system. 

Sincerely, 

-/ ' 
Name<"' ?n.e 

Title, if appropriate _______ .....,..,..__ 

Address .2) 5 '1. /Vr ;? r/;?q ;;_. /cr /!:J r /~~c ~/'C /1 
;)... or ~ J') ~'-c.-?7 ~ Telephone Number ________ _ 

tlo. d 
u· 
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Marlene H. Dortch, Secretary 
Federal Communications Commission 
Office of the secretary 
445 12th Street, sw 
Room TW-AUS 
Washington, DC 20554 

CG Docket Nos. 03-123 and 10.51 

I am writing in response to the Federal Communication Commission's (FCC's) request for comments on 
the '"Structure and practices of the video relay service (VRS) program and on proposed VRS 
compensation rates." I am very concerned about these proposals and how they will affect my family's 
safety. 

VRS is a lifeline. It allows me to conduct business, connect with my family and friends and do many 
other things over the phone that many hearing people take for granted. Most important. though, VRS ls 
how I access my focal emergency 911 service. In an emergency I know that when 1 place a 911 call it will 
be answered immediately. My location will be known. And, specially trained American Sign language 
(ASL) interpreters will be there to make sure my local emergency responders know exactly what help I 
need. You can't imagine how frightening it is to think that I might not be able to get help for me or my 
family because of long hold times, poorly trained interpreters, or bad equipment. 

Cutting the rates paid to VRS providers as low as the FCC proposes will only reduce service quality I 
currently depend on. How will these companies hire and keep skilled ASl interpreters on staff when the 
government has just cut what they are willing to pay them by $2 an hour? How will911 calls be 
answered immediately when there are fewer interpreters and longer hold times? How will 1 know that 
my VRS will work when I'm using a videophone from WaiMart instead of the specially designed 
videophone from my VRS provider? 

I hope the FCC has answers to all of the questions before it considers changing the current system. 

Sincerely, . 

Name s8~4> ~ 
Title, if appropriate .,Jk:../.;:'1 L d 
Address J cff.i8 PA V} /.? R. DR r rtze'l? Cef), {!J1 q~ 3 L/ZJ 
Telephone Number ;Joq - c:::23D ·- qLj 7 3 { v' f) 

Received & Inspected 

NOV 2 9 2012 

FCC Mail Room 

r ,., C!f·i·,s 
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I am writing in response to the Federal Communication Commission's request for comments on the 
"Structure and practices of the video relay service (VRS} program and on proposed VRS compensation. 
rates". I am very concerned that the changes being considered by the FCC will destroy a program that is 
vitally important to people who are deaf and hard-of-hearing. 

I am not deaf, but I know firsthand how VRS works. VRS allows deaf or hard-of-hearing people to use 
the "phone" to communicate comfortably and easily just like people who can hear. In this way, it has 
changed the lives of so many people who are deaf, especially those who are· not comfortable with the 
written word. With VRS they can do the things we take for granted- make a doctor's appointment, call 
a child's school, or simply order a pizza. VRS puts people who are deaf on a more level playing field. 

The changes being considered by the FCC would undo much of this progress. VRS largely relies on highly 
skilled American Sign Language (ASL} interpreters. These are the people who relay the conversation 
between the deaf and the hearing participants. The FCC wants to drastically cut the rate they pay VRS 
companies for providing this service. Obviously, this will have an immediate and negative effect on the 
ability ofVRS companies to employ and train qualified interpreters. It will also likely have a sobering 
effect on students and employees willing to Jearn ASL 

The FCC has also suggested that VRS can be just as effectively provided through government-mandated 
software that Is used on off-the-shelf equipment like common videophones, computers, the iPad, or a 
smart TV. While such equipment can provide a convenient backup solution, it can't replace the 
videophones and other technologies provided by the VRS providers. These have been specifically 
designed to take into account the special needs ofthe deaf and hard-of-hearing. 

If the FCC takes away skilled ASL interpreters and innovative equipment, VRS as we know it today won't 
exist. This would. be a huge step backward for the rights and opportunities of Americans who are deaf 
and hard-of-hearing. 

Sincerely, · 

Name 42~hi;K~ 
Title, if appropriate----------------------------

Address ?:foj-~=~&A:} ::ft~ ~) 7ffJ/2-

TelephoneNumber ~~ ±33 3 _ 



Marlene H. Dortch, Secretary 
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I am a deaf person who uses Video Relay Services {VRS) for my communication with hearing people. VRS 
is a·· communication tool! use every day. 

· · . I am writing because I am very concerned about the Federal Communication Commission's (FCC's)~ 
recent proposals to change the way VRS works. I can't imagine life without the current services I use. I 
don't want to see those services change! 

The Americans Wrth Disabilities Act (ADA) moved deaf people forward and opened up opportunities for 
us. The ADA assured deaf people (Uke me) that we will have access to «functionally-equivalent" 
communication- communication choices and services similar to those enjoyed by hearing people. To 
date, Video Relay Service (VRS} is the most functionally-equivalent communication service for deaf 
people. 

I am concerned that if the FCC's proposals go into~ I won't have what the ADA promised me­
choice in my VRS equipment. I want to keep options available in choosing products that were designed 
for deaf people. I want choices. · 

I am concerned that if the FCC's proposals go into effect. I won't have a choice in my VRS provider. I 
don't want my calls to. be routed through a centralized database that would assign my calls to different 
providers. Hearing people have a choice in service providers. I want a choice. 

I am concerned that if the FCC's proposals go into effect and there are rate cuts for VRS providers, the 
quality of my service wiU Suffer. I'm concerned that with very limited resources, VRS providers might 
have to make changes that would result in longer hold times, unreliable service and less training for 
interpreters. Hearing people have a choice to choose quality service. I don't want VRS quality to suffer 
because VRS providers have no choice but to cut aspects of theit service. 

Please fulfill the promises of the ADA! I want functiOnal equlvalency. I want choices- in equipment, 

provklen;and~~tt;'_theVRS..mc.slcummtly-are-
Sincerely~ ~- . 

~me:~/4n d &-/enfl~/ 
Title: . 
Address: 5#nn~,-r~ •tDYY) 
Telephone Number: 
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I am a deaf person who uses Video Relay Services {VRS) for my wmmunication with hearing people. VRS 

is a communication tool! use every day. 

I am writing because I am very concerned about the Federal Communication Commission's (FCC's) 

recent proposals to change the way VRS works. I can't imagine life without the current services I use. I 
don't want to see those services change! 

The Americans With Oisabilfties Act {ADA} moved deaf people forward and opened up opportunities for 
us. The ADA assured deaf people (like me) that we will have access to "functionally-equivalent'' 

communication- communication choices and services similar to those enjoyed by hearing people. To 
date, Video Relay Service {VRS) is the most functionally-equivalent communication service for deaf 
people. 

I am concerned that if the FCC's proposals go into effect, I won't have what the ADA promised me­

choice in my VRS equipment. I want to keep options available in choosing products that were designed 

for deaf people. I want choices. 

I am concerned that if the FCC's proposals go into effect, I won't have a choice in my VRS provider. I 
don't want my calls to be routed through a centralized database that would assign my calls to different 
providers. Hearing people have a choice in service providers. I want a choice. 

I am concerned that if the FCC's proposals go into effect and there are rate cuts for VRS providers, the 
quality of my service will suffer. l' m concerned that with very limited resources, VRS providers might 
have to m2ke chang~s that "Nouid resuit in longer hoid times"' ttrlre~iabte ser;~k:e and ~ess trnfning fer 

~ fltli ,f. ca~ 
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I am a deaf person who uses VIdeo Relay Services {VRS) for my communication with hearing people. VRS 
is a"communication tool! use every day. 

-. I am writing because I am very concerned about the Federal COmmunication Commission's (FCC's)­
recent proposals to change the way VRS works. I can't imagine life without the current services I use. I 
don't want to see those services changel 

The Americans Wtth Disabilities Act {ADA) moved deaf people forward and opened up opportunities for 
us. The ADA assured deaf people {like me) that we will have access to "functionally-equivalent" 
communication- communication choices and services similar to those enjoyed by hearing people. To 
date, Video Relay Service (VRS} is the most functionally-equivalent communication service for deaf 
people. 

I am concerned that if the FCC's proposals go into effect, I won't have what the ADA promised me­
choice in my VRS equipment. I want to keep options available in choosing products that~ designed 
for deaf people. I want choices. -

I am concerned that if the FCC's proposals go into effect. I won't have a choice in my VRS provider. 1 
don't want my calls to. be routed through a centralized database that would assign my calls to different 
providers. Hearing people have a choice in service providers. I want a choice. 

I am concerned that if the FCC's proposals go into effect and there are rate cuts for VRS providers, the 
quality of my service wt11 Suffer. I'm concerned that with very limited resources, VRS providers might 
have to make changes that would result in lOnger hold times, unreliable service and less training for 
interpreters. Hearing people have a choice to choose quality service. I don't want VRS quality to suffer 
because VRS providers have no choice but to cut aspects of theit service. 

Please fulfill the promises of the ADA! I want functional eqUivalency. I want choices- in equipment, 
p..-oviders and quality. Please ensure that the VRS services I currently enjoy are maintained. 

----· ---------------
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I am a deaf person who uses Video Relay Services {VRS) for my communication with hearing people. VRS 
Is a··communication tool! use every day. 

·. I am writing because I am verv concerned about the Federal COmmunication Commission's {FCC*s)­
recent proposals to change the way VRS works. I can't imagine life without the current services I use. I 
don't want to see those services change! 

The Americans With Disabilities Act (ADA) moved deaf people forward and opened up opportunities for 
us. The ADA assured deaf people (like me) that we will have access to "functionally-equivalent"' 
communication- communication choices and services similar to those enjoyed by hearing people. To 
date, Video Relay Service (VRS) is the most functionally-equivalent communication service for deaf 
people. 

I am concerned that if the FCCs proposals go into effect. I won't have what the ADA promised me­
choice in my VRS equipment. I want to keep options available in choosing products that were designed 
for deaf people. I want choices. · 

I am concerned that if the FCC's proposals go into effect, I won't have a choice in my VRS provider. I 
don't want my calls to. be routed through a centralized database that would assign my calls to different 
providers. Hearing people have a choice in service providers. I want a choice. 

I am concerned that if the FCC's proposals go into effect and there are rate cuts for VRS providers, the 
quality of my service will Suffer. I'm concerned that with very limited resources, VRS providers might 
have to make changes that would result in lOnger hold times, unreliable service and less training for 
interpreters. Hearing people have a choice to choose quality service. I don't want VRS quality to suffer 
because VRS providers have no choice but to cut aspects of theit service. 

Please fulfill the promises of the ADA! I want functiOnal equivalency. I want choices- in equipment, 
providers and quality. Please ensure that the VRS services I currently enjoy are maintained. 

Sincerely~ _ . J 1 __ 
~me:'~~ 
Title: W\ V""> , 
Address: 
Telephone Number: 

\ )-
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! 3f!1 c deaf person who uses \lid~o Rel;;y SPrvio><; (VRS) for my C-Ommunication with hearing peopie. VRS 
is a co:umu:-;ication teo! I use every dav. 

I am writing because! am very concerned about the Federal Communication Commission's (FCC's} 
recent proposals to change the way VRS works. I can't imagine life without the current services I use. I 
don't want to see those services change! 

The Americans With Disabilfties Act (ADA) moved deaf people forward and opened up opportunities for 
us. The ADA assured deaf people {like me) that we will have access to "functionally-equivalent'' 

communication- communication choices and services similar to those enjoyed by hearing people. To 
date, Video Relay Service (VRS} is the most functionally-equivalent communication service for deaf 
people. 

I am concerned that if the FCC's proposals go into effect, I won't have what the ADA promised me­
choice in my VRS equipment. I want to keep options available in choosing products that were designed 
for deaf people. I want choices. 

I am concerned that if the FCC's proposals go into effect, I won't have a choice in my VRS provider. 
don't want my calls to be routed through a centralized database that would assign my calls to different 
providers. Hearing people have a choice in service providers. I want a choice. 

I am concerned that if the FCC's proposals go into effect and there are rate cuts for VRS providers, the 
quality of my service will suffer. I'm concerned that with very limited resources, VRS providers might 
have to make changes that would result in ionger hoid times, unreliable service and less training for 
interpreters. Hearing people have a choice to choose quaiity service. l don't want VRS quality to suffer 

because VRS providers have no choice but to cut aspects of their service, 

P~e8se fu~fH! the promh,es of the ADA! :want func.tionat equivalency~ r v1ant chok:es- i-1 '=qui~mer:t: 

provid~rs and qualtt".;. PiP?se errsure that the VRS services i currenth; E:niuv are mainta~ned~ 
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I am writing to provide my comments on Federal Communication Commission's (FCC) Public Notice on 
the "Structure and practices of the video relay service (VRS) program and on proposed VRS 
compensation rates." 

I am deaf and VRS is how I stay in touch with my family and friends who are not deaf. I'm sure that 
hearing people don't think about what it means to be able to pick up the phone and call anyone any 
time or anywhere they want. But for me, this means everything. VRS has changed my life. 

I am alarmed that the FCC is proposing to dramatically change the VRS program. Why is the FCC going 
out of its way to fix something that isn't broken? 

I think there are two crucial reasons to keep the current VRS system in place. 

First, I like the company I do business with. I don't want to be forced to switch companies because the 
one I work with has gone out of business. 

Second, I don't want to have to buy and set up my own VRS equipment. I got my equipment at no cost 
from my VRS provider. They installed it and continue to maintain it. It would be unfair to now shift this 
burden to me and other deaf people. If the government wants to prevent deaf people from connecting 
with others and using VRS, this is a good way to do it. 

The VRS program works for people who are deaf. It's how we communicate every day with the hearing 
world and how the hearing world communicates with us. Any changes to the program must be in the 
best interest of deaf Americans. The changes being considered by the FCC are not. 

Sincerely, 

Title, if appropriate _________ _ 

Address "d_ "I \o'\ C)S 'c '->' v I 'V... W 1"::)\l..., C 9\ u V'l\ \:, u "5 0 \,, <:.:> l\ '?,'"). ~ "'\ 

Telephone Number \.., \ <-\ - t.\ ~ 'l.., ~<.. 3q 

------------· ------- ~---
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I am writing in response to the Federal Communication Commission's request for c~MMeMPYn~eom 
"Structure and practices of the video relay service (VRS) program and on proposed VRS compensation 
rates." I am very concerned that the changes being considered by the FCC will destroy a program that is 
vitally important to people who are deaf and hard-of-hearing. 

I am not deaf, but I know firsthand how VRS works. VRS allows people who are deaf or hard-of-hearing 
to use the "phone" to communicate comfortably and easily just like people who can hear. In this way, it 
has changed the lives of so many people who are deaf. With VRS they can do the things we take for 
granted- make a doctor's appointment, call a child's school, or simply order a pizza. VRS puts people 
who are deaf on a more level playing field. 

The changes being considered by the FCC would undo much of this progress. VRS largely relies on highly 
skilled American Sign Language (ASL) interpreters. These are the people who relay the conversation 
between the deaf and the hearing participants. The FCC wants to drastically cut the rate they pay VRS 
companies for providing this service. Obviously, this will have an immediate and negative effect on the 
ability of VRS companies to employ and train qualified interpreters. 

The FCC has also suggested that VRS can be just as effectively provided through government-mandated 
software that is used on off-the-shelf equipment like common videophones, computers, the iPad, or a 
smart TV. While such equipment can provide a convenient backup solution, it can't replace the 
videophones and other technologies provided by VRS providers. These have been specifically designed 
to take into account the special needs of the deaf and hard-of-hearing. 

If the FCC takes away skilled ASL interpreters and innovative equipment, VRS as we know it today won't 
exist. This would be a huge step backward for the rights and opportunities of Americans who are deaf 
and hard-of-hearing. 

Sincerely, 

Name /tkc~nf f!aucf 
Title, if appropriate _________ _ 

Addres~3.5:'""87 0-f a f.l.ooc~ L 0 ( Bci.ut'vlo .fo"' t 0 1-f . "'-{ ~ r c.{ 1 

Te!ephone Number 6/4- Lf'{O -2 33~ 
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I am writing in response to the Federal Communication Commission's request for comments on the 
"Structure and practices of the video relay service (VRS) program and on proposed VRS compensation 
rates." I am very concerned that the changes being considered by the FCC will destroy a program that is 
vitally important to people who are deaf and hard-of-hearing. 

I am not deaf, but I know firsthand how VRS works. VRS allows people who are deaf or hard-of-hearing 
to use the "phone" to communicate comfortably and easily just like people who can hear. In this way, it 
has changed the lives of so many people who are deaf. With VRS they can do the things we take for 
granted- make a doctor's appointment, call a child's school, or simply order a pizza. VRS puts people 
who are deaf on a more level playing field. 

The changes being considered by the FCC would undo much of this progress. VRS largely relies on highly 
skilled American Sign Language (ASL) interpreters. These are the people who relay the conversation 
between the deaf and the hearing participants. The FCC wants to drastically cut the rate they pay VRS 
companies for providing this service. Obviously, this will have an immediate and negative effect on the 
ability of VRS companies to employ and train qualified interpreters. 

The FCC has also suggested that VRS can be just as effectively provided through government-mandated 
software that is used on off-the-shelf equipment like common videophones, computers, the iPad, or a 
smart TV. While such equipment can provide a convenient backup solution, it can't replace the 
videophones and other technologies provided by VRS providers. These have been specifically designed 
to take into account the special needs of the deaf and hard-of-hearing. 

If the FCC takes away skilled ASL interpreters and innovative equipment, VRS as we know it today won't 
exist. This would be a huge step backward for the rights and opportunities of Americans who are deaf 
and hard-of-hearing. 

Sincerely, 

Name~VleifhoY\ S. Nob\e 
Title, if appropriate Q,)) .J. f. S · S'<peR..V;'!fJif' 
Address tf I 0 l C. lecbbeV' J$.. )_ . C.rJ;. 

1 
Ofi t...J32.0'f 
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I am writing in response to the Federal Communication Commission's request for comments on the 
"Structure and practices of the video relay service (VRS) program and on propos-ed VRS compensation 
rates." 1 am very concerned that the changes being considered by the FCC will destroy a program that is 

vitally tmportant to people who are deaf and hard-of-hearing. 

l am not deaf, but I know firsthand how VRS works. VRS allows people who are deaf or hard-of-hearing 
to use the "phone" to communicate comfortably and easily just like people who can hear. In this way, it 
has changed the lives of so many people who are deaf. With VRS they can do the things we take for 
granted- make a doctor's appointment, call a child's school, or simply order a pizza. VRS puts people 
who are deaf on a more level playing field. 

The changes being considered by the FCC would undo much of this progress. VRS largely relies on highly 
skilled American Sign language (ASL) interpreters. These are the people who relay the conversation 
between the deaf and the hearing participants. The FCC wants to drastically cut the rate they pay VRS 
companies for providing this service. Obviously, this will have an immediate and negative effect on the 
ability of VRS companies to employ and train qualified interpreters. 

The FCC has also suggested that VRS can be just as effectively provided through government-mandated 
software that is !J~ed on off-the.-shelf equ~pment like common videophones, computers, the iPad, or a 
s~art ·rv. While such equ1pment can provtde a convenient backup solution, it can't replace the 
videop~ones and other technologies provided by VRS providers. These have been specifically designed 
to take into account the special needs of the deaf and hard-of-hearing. 

If the FCC takes away skilled ASL interpreters and innovative equipment, VRS as we know it today wo11't 
exist. This would be a huge step backward for the rights and opportunities of Americans who are deaf 
and hard-of-hearing. 

Sincerely, 

Name~~JL~_Q. QQY~---­
Title, if appropriate ·;rot"/5 '/1/, ;N ~ 

Address.r---------------

T~\•P;~e Number; {g() ~ -:J73;-J:~6/· 
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I am writing in response to the Federal Communication Commission's request for comments on the 
11Structure and practices of the video relay service (VRS) program and on proposed VRS compensation 
rates." I am very concerned that the changes being considered by the FCC will destroy a program that is 
vitally important to people who are deaf and hard-of-hearing. 

I am not deaf, but I know firsthand how VRS works. VRS allows people who are deaf or hard-of-hearing 
to use the 11phone" to communicate comfortably and easily just like people who can hear. In this way, it 
has changed the lives of so many people who are deaf. With VRS they can do the things we take for 
granted- make a doctor's appointment, call a child's school, or simply order a pizza. VRS puts people 
who are deaf on a more level playing field. 

The changes being considered by the FCC would undo much of this progress. VRS largely relies on highly 
skilled American Sign Language (ASL) interpreters. These are the people who relay the conversation 
between the deaf and the hearing participants. The FCC wants to drastically cut the rate they pay VRS 
companies for providing this service. Obviously, this will have an immediate and negative effect on the 
ability of VRS companies to employ and train qualified interpreters. 

The FCC has also suggested that VRS can be just as effectively provided through government-mandated 
software that is used on off-the-shelf equipment like common videophones, computers, the iPad, or a 
smart TV. While such equipment can provide a convenient backup solution, it can't replace the 
videophones and other technologies provided by VRS providers. These have been specifically designed 
to take into account the special needs of the deaf and hard-of-hearing. 

If the FCC takes away skilled ASL interpreters and innovative equipment, VRS as we know it today won't 
exist. This would be a huge step backward for the rights and opportunities of Americans who are deaf 
and hard-of-hearing. 

Sincerely, 

NamJ)z:bc~ t/tth rl 
Title, if appropriate ..., 

Addressk Q /),LLA 0[ Catdlr(J:C f;)fSk,';tj (of (}y;if/lrf;!t Olrb r~a 
Telephone Number f-1i{)- f.ejtp -QJ.6y 
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I am writing in response to the Federal Communication Commission's (FCC) request for comments on 
the "Structure and practices of the video relay service (VRS) program and on proposed VRS 
compensation rates." I am opposed to the changes being considered. 

VRS has created a more level playing field for people like me who are deaf or hard-of-hearing, 
empowering us to communicate via videophone with anyone at any time in our native language, 
American Sign language. The nature of the work I do requires that I be able to use the phone to 
communicate with colleagues, clients and business associates regardless of whether they are hearing or 
deaf. Without reliable, high-quality VRS service I would not be able to do my job effectively. 

The changes the FCC is considering would drastically change the nature of the VRS I depend on. One of 
the aspects of VRS that makes it such an effective way to communicate is the quality of the videophone 
technology used and the fact that the products provided by VRS companies have been developed 
specifically with the needs of the deaf- my needs- in mind. Yet, the FCC is considering changes that 
would, instead, force us to use off-the-shelf products and government-mandated software. Using 
products developed by and for people who are hearing would be a huge step backwards! The FCC 
cannot consider this to be a reasonable replacement for the high quality, specialized VRS technology we 
use every day. 

The rate changes being considered by the FCC would also directly affect my ability to access VRS, as well 
as the reliability and quality of service I depend on. If the FCC slashes the rates paid to VRS providers, as 
suggested in its Public Notice, many companies will simply stop providing this essential service. This will 
put me and all members of the deaf community at a significant disadvantage. 

In my view, VRS today is a shining example of what Congress intended when it passed the Americans 
with Disabilities Act 22 years ago. It is absolutely essential that any changes to the current program 
maintain the access, innovation and reliability that define VRS today. 

Sincerely, 

Name B.\ a. h !\ 9\vs: \c. 

Title, if appropriate _________ _ 

Address "}.'I Se'\ C>' ~o \" \J. 1 ~ w DS\. c:.!:;) \ \.:> 'f'Y) 'c v s '>"' . <;) .._n 'l. "'}.. ~ 

Telephone Number ~ )'1 ~ <:.1 S ":l • S<e ~q 
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I am writing in response to the Federal Communication Commission's (FCC's) request for comments on 
the "Structure and practices of the video relay service (VRS) program and on proposed VRS 
compensation rates." I am very concerned about these proposals and how they will affect my family's 
safety. 

VRS is a lifeline. It allows me to conduct business, connect with my family and friends and do many 
other things over the phone that many hearing people take for granted. Most important, though, VRS is 
how I access my local emergency 911 service. In an emergency I know that when I place a 911 call it will 
be answered immediately. My location will be known. And, specially trained American Sign Language 
(ASL) interpreters will be there to make sure my local emergency responders know exactly what help I 
need. You can't imagine how frightening it is to think that I might not be able to get help for me or my 
family because of long hold times, poorly trained interpreters, or bad equipment. 

Cutting the rates paid to VRS providers as low as the FCC proposes will only reduce service quality I 
currently depend on. How will these companies hire and keep skilled ASL interpreters on staff when the 
government has just cut what they are willing to pay them by $2 an hour? How will 911 calls be 
answered immediately when there are fewer interpreters and longer hold times? How will I know that 
my VRS will work when I'm using a videophone from WaiMart instead of the specially designed 
videophone from my VRS provider? 

I hope the FCC has answers to all of the questions before it considers changing the current system. 

Sincerely, 

Title, if appropriate _________ _ 

Telephone Number Ce I '-l - '-\ S J..- Slo ~ '1 


